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TITLE  3 — THE  PRESIDENT 

EXECUTIVE  ORDER  10132 

Inspection  of  Income,  Excess-Profits, 
Declared  Value  Excess-Profits,  Capi¬ 
tal  Stock,  Estate,  and  Gift  Tax 
Returns  by  the  Senate  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  To  Investigate  Organized 
Crime  in  Interstate  Commerce 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  sections  55  (a),  508,  603,  729  (a), 
and  1204  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
(53  Stat.  29,  111,  171;  54  Stat.  989,  1008; 
65  Stat.  722;  26  U.  S.  C.  55  (a),  508,  603, 
729  (a),  and  1204),  it  is  hereby  ordered 
that  any  income,  excess-profits,  declared 
value  excess-profits,  capital  stock,  es¬ 
tate,  and  gift  tax  returns  for  any  period 
to  and  including  1949  shall  be  open  to 
inspection  by  the  Special  Committee  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution 
202  (81st  Congress,  2d  Session),  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  said  Senate  Resolution,  subject  to 
the  conditions  stated  in  the  Treasury  de¬ 
cision  relating  to  the  inspection  of  such 
returns  by  that  Committee,  approved  by 
me  this  date.1 

This  Executive  order  shall  be  effective 
upon  its  filing  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Harry  S.  Truman 

The  White  House, 

June  17,  1950. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5371;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

10:32  a.  m.J 


LETTER  OF  JUNE  17,  1950 

[Cooperation  of  Departments  and 
Agencies  With  Senate  Special  Crime 
Investigating  Committee] 

To  the  Heads  of  All  Executive  Depart- 
ments  and  Agencies: 

The  Senate  Special  Crime  Investigat¬ 
ing  Committee  has  been  established  to 
study  and  investigate  whether  organized 
crime  utilizes  the  facilities  of  interstate 
commerce  or  otherwise  operates  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  in  furtherance  of  any 
transactions  which  are  in  violation  of 
the  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
State  in  which  the  transactions  occur. 
I  strongly  favor  the  objectives  of  the 


1  See  T.  D.  5793,  Title  26,  Chapter  I,  infra. 


Committee  and  I  am  hopeful  that  its 
work  will  produce  constructive  recom¬ 
mendations  and  results. 

It  is  my  desire  that  the  Executive 
branch  of  the  Government  cooperate 
with  the  Committee  to  the  fullest  pos¬ 
sible  extent.  I  therefore  request  that 
all  departments  and  agencies  give  Chair¬ 
man  Kefauver  and  his  committee  the 
fullest  cooperation  and  assistance  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  orderly  performance  of 
the  work  and  duties  of  the  departments 
and  agencies  and  subject  only  to  juris¬ 
dictional  and  appropriation  limitations. 

Harry  S.  Truman 

The  White  House, 

June  17,  1950. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5370;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
10:31  a.  m.] 

TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  I — Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  B — Federal  Farm  Loan  System 

Part  10 — Federal  Land  Banks 
Generally 

BOND  OF  INDEMNITY  TO  BE  FILED  BY  OWNER 
TO  SECURE  PAYMENT  OF  LOST  BONDS  IS¬ 
SUED  BY  INDIVIDUAL  LAND  BANKS 

Section  10.102  of  Title  6  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  10.102  Owner  of  lost  bond  to  file 
bond  of  indemnity.  The  owner  of  any 
such  lost,  stolen,  or  destroyed  bond  or 
coupon  shall  file  with  the  bank  of  issue 
a  bond  of  indemnity  in  a  penal  sum  equal 
to  the  face  amount  of  the  bond  or  cou¬ 
pon,  plus  an  amount  sufficient  to  protect 
the  bank  from  any  loss  on  account  of 
interest  which  may  be  payable  on  such 
lost,  stolen,  or  destroyed  bond.  A  cor¬ 
porate  surety  to  be  approved  by  the  bank 
of  issue  and  the  Land  Bank  Commis¬ 
sioner  shall  be  required  for  the  bond  of 
indemnity  when  the  penal  sum  exceeds 
$50.  [524] 

(Sec.  6,  47  Stat.  14,  sec.  33,  48  Stat.  49,  sec.  80, 
48  Stat.  273:  12  U.  S.  C.  665,  1017;  E.  O.  6084, 
March  27,  1935) 

[SEAL]  J.  R.  ISLEIB, 

Land  Bank  Commissioner . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5304;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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TITLE  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue,  Department  of  the  Treasury 

Subchapter  E — Administrative  Provisions 
Common  to  Various  Taxes 

IT.  D.  5793] 

Part  458 — Inspection  of  Returns 

INSPECTION  OF  INCOME,  EXCESS-PROFITS, 
DECLARED  VALUE  EXCESS-PROFITS,  CAPITAL 
STOCK,  ESTATE,  AND  CIFT  TAX  RETURNS  BY 
THE  SENATE  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  TO  IN¬ 
VESTIGATE  ORGANIZED  CRIME  IN  INTER¬ 
STATE  COMMERCE 

§  458.305  Inspection  of  returns  by 
Senate  Special  Committee  to  investigate 
organized  crime  in  interstate  commerce. 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
55  (a),  508,  603,  729  (a),  and  1204  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (53  Stat.  29,  111, 
171;  54  Stat.  989,  1008;  55  Stat.  722;  26 
U.  S.  C.  55  (a),  508,  603,  729  (a),  and 
1204) ,  and  of  the  Executive  order 1  issued 

1  See  E.  O.  10132,  supra. 


Tuesday,  June  20,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3965 


thereunder,  any  income,  excess  profits, 
declared  value  excess-profits,  capital 
stock,  estate,  and  gift  tax  returns  for  any 
period  to  and  including  1949  shall  be 
open  to  inspection  by  the  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  established  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  202  (81st  Congress,  2d  Ses¬ 
sion),  or  any  duly  authorized  subcom¬ 
mittee  thereof,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  said 
Senate  Resolution. 

The  inspection  of  returns  herein  au¬ 
thorized  may  be  made  by  the  committee 
or  a  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof,  acting  directly  as  a  committee  or 
as  a  subcommittee,  or  by  or  through  such 
examiners  or  agents  as  the  committee  or 
subcommittee  may  designate  or  appoint 
in  its  written  request  hereinafter  men- 
tioned.  Upon  written  request  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  or  of  the  au¬ 
thorized  subcommittee  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  giving  the  names  and 


addresses  of  the  taxpayers  whose  returns 
it  is  necessary  to  inspect  and  the  taxable 
periods  covered  by  the  returns,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Treasury  Department  shall  furnish  such 
committee  or  subcommittee  with  any 
data  relating  to  or  contained  in  any  such 
return,  or  shall  make  such  return  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  by  the  committee  or 
subcommittee  or  by  such  examiners  or 
agents  as  the  committee  or  subcommittee 
may  designate  or  appoint,  in  the  office  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 
Any  information  thus  obtained  by  the 
committee  or  subcommittee  thereof  shall 
be  held  confidential:  Provided,  however. 
That  any  portion  or  portions  thereof 
relevant  or  pertinent  to  the  purpose  of 
the  investigation  may  be  submitted  by 
the  committee  to  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Because  of  the  immediate  need  of  the 
said  Special  Committee  to  inspect  the  tax 


returns  herein  mentioned.  It  Is  found 
that  it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  to  issue  this  Treasury 
decision  with  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  thereon  under  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  approved 
June  11,  1946,  or  subject  to  the  effective 
date  limitation  of  section  4  (c)  of  said 
act. 

This  Treasury  decision  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  upon  its  filing  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(53  Stat.  467;  26  U.  S.  C.  3791) 

John  W.  Snyder, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Approved:  June  17,  1950. 

Harry  S.  Truman, 

The  White  House. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5372;  Filed,  June  10,  1950; 

10:32  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Production  and  Marketing 
Administration 

[  7  CFR,  Part  933  1 

Grapefruit  Grown  in  Florida 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING  WITH  RE¬ 
SPECT  TO  REGULATION  OF  SHIPMENTS  DUR¬ 
ING  PERIOD  JULY  31,  1950,  TO  SEPTEMBER 

15,  1950 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  recommendation,  submitted  by 
the  Growers  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  33,  as 
amended  (7  CFR,  Part  933),  regulating 
the  handling  of  oranges,  grapefruit,  and 
tangerines  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida. 

(1)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  July  31, 1950,  and  end¬ 
ing  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  September  15, 
1950,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  grapefruit  of  any  variety, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  do 
not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(ii)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  other  than 
pink  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than 
a  size  that  will  pack  80  grapefruit, 
packed  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  a  standard  pack,  in  a  standard 
nailed  box; 

(iii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  other 
than  pink  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  a  size  that  will  pack  126  grapefruit, 
packed  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  a  standard  pack,  in  a  standard 
nailed  box;  or 

(iv)  Any  pink  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack  126 
grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  standard  nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  herein,  “handler,”  “va¬ 
riety,”  and  “ship,”  shall  have  the  same 


meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  and 
“U.  S.  No.  2  Russet,”  “standard  pack,” 
and  “standard  nailed  box”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the  re¬ 
vised  United  States  Standards  for  Grape¬ 
fruit  (7  CFR  51.191;  14  F.  R.  6828). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the 
aforesaid  proposal  may  do  so  by  submit¬ 
ting  the  same  to  the  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Branch,  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the  10th  day 
following  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Shipments  of  all 
varieties  of  grapefruit,  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  are  currently  subject 
to  Grapefruit  Regulation  124  (7  CFR 
933.472;  15  F.  R.  618).  This  regulation 
extends  to  July  31,  1950. 

(48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601 
et  seq.;  7  CFR,  Part  933) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  15th 
day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Branch,  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5286;  Filed.  June  19,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR,  Part  975  1 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
Marketing  Area 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND  OP¬ 
PORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEPTIONS 
THERETO  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED 
AMENDMENTS  TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING 
AGREEMENT  AND  TO  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 


ments  and  orders  (7  CFR,  900),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk  of  this  recommended  decision 
of  the  Assistant  Administrator,  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Marketing  Administration, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  marketing  area,  to  be 
effective  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601 
et  seq.).  Interested  parties  may  file  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  recommended  decision 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  1353, 
South  Building,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  not  later  than  the  close  of  business 
on  the  6th  day  after  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Exceptions  should 
be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  A  public 
hearing  on  the  record  of  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  to  the  order,  as 
amended,  was  formulated,  was  con¬ 
ducted  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  on  February 
13,  14,  and  15,  1950,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  on  January  25, 
1950  (15  F.  R.  489). 

The  hearing  was  called  at  the  request 
of  the  Milk  Producers  Federation  of 
Cleveland.  Proposed  amendments  were 
submitted  by  the  petitioning  association 
and  by  handlers. 

The  issues  presented  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  and  covered  by  this  decision 
were  whether  the  order  should  be  amend¬ 
ed  to  provide  for: 

(1)  An  increase  in  Class  I  price  dif¬ 
ferentials  and  revision  of  handler  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  and  producer  location 
adjustments  with  respect  to  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  plants  outside  the  marketing 
area; 

(2)  The  application  of  Class  III  prices 
to  Class  II  skim  milk  and  butterfat  used 
in  ice  cream,  and  a  lower  price  for  other 
Class  II  skim  milk; 
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(3)  Lower  prices  for  Class  III  skim 
milk  used  in  evaporated  milk  and  in  ani¬ 
mal  feed; 

(4)  Revision  of  other  source  milk  al¬ 
location  (a)  to  Class  I  under  certain 
supply  and  utilization  conditions,  'and 
(b)  to  ice  cream  and  ice  cream  mix; 

(5)  Basing  delivery  requirements  for 
maintaining  qualification  as  a  country 
pool  plant  on  butterfat  and  skim  milk 
shipments; 

(6)  Enlarging  the  marketing  area  to 
Include  8  townships  in  Medina  County, 
Ohio; 

(7)  Including  in  the  uniform  price 
computations  the  value  of  milk  of  han¬ 
dlers  in  default  in  payments  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
issues  decided  herein  are  hereby  made 
upon  the  basis  of  the  record  of  the 
hearing : 

(1)  The  Class  I  price  differential 
should  not  be  increased  and  neither  han¬ 
dler  nor  producer  location  adjustments 
should  be  revised  at  this  time. 

Producers  proposed  a  Class  I  price  dif¬ 
ferential  increase  of  30  cents  for  the 
months  of  August,  October,  November 
and  December  and  15  cents  for  January, 
February,  July  and  September,  and  a 
reduction  in  producer  location  adjust¬ 
ments  from  a  graduated  scale  starting 
at  15  cents  to  a  flat  rate  of  12  cents  for 
all  delivery  points.  The  problem  pre¬ 
sented  by  evidence  at  the  hearing  was 
the  difficulty  of  Cleveland  handlers  in 
buying  milk  in  competition  with  milk 
distributors  in  other  city  markets  who 
buy  milk  in  the  same  production  areas. 
Because  of  the  large"^ size  of  the  city  and 
its  location  on  Lake  Erie,  it  is  necessary 
to  bring  in  a  substantial  part  of  the  city’s 
milk  supply  from  production  areas  so  far 
distant  that  a  direct  haul  from  the  pro¬ 
ducing  farms  to  city  bottling  plants  is 
not  economical.  This  milk  is  received  at 
country  stations,  minimum  prices  to  pro¬ 
ducers  who  deliver  it  are  subject  to  a 
location  adjustment  which  is  deducted 
from  the  price  f .  o.  b.  the  marketing  area, 
and  the  handlers  receive  a  location  ad¬ 
justment  credit  on  such  milk  moved  to 
the  marketing  area.  Most  of  these  coun¬ 
try  stations  are  located  within  the  milk- 
sheds  of  other  fluid  milk  markets  and 
receive  milk  from  producers  whose  farms 
are  located  among  farms  producing  milk 
for  local  markets  which  is  delivered  di¬ 
rectly  to  bottling  plants  and  is  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  location  adjustment.  The 
Cleveland  class  prices  have  averaged 
about  the  same  as  class  prices  for  milk 
in  the  competing  markets,  but  the  loca¬ 
tion  differential  applicable  to  milk  deliv¬ 
ered  to  Cleveland  receiving  stations  but 
not  to  milk  delivered  to  competing  mar¬ 
kets  results  in  lower  prices  to  Cleveland 
producers.  This  location  differential 
ranges  from  15  cents  to  26  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  in  the  areas  of  most  intense 
competition  and  cannot  be  overcome  by 
a  shift  to  higher  value  utilization  in 
Cleveland  by  a  reduction  of  the  supply. 
In  the  two  most  recent  short  supply 
months  Class  III  utilization  averaged  less 
than  9%  of  all  producer  milk.  Producers 
have  been  encouraged  not  to  shift  from 
Cleveland  stations  to  other  markets  by 
payment  of  premiums  by  Cleveland  han¬ 


dlers.  Some  handlers  receive  no  milk  at 
country  stations  and  may  keep  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  without  payment  of  pre¬ 
miums.  A  difference  in  cost  of  milk  to 
handlers  results,  with  disadvantage  to 
handlers  receiving  the  more  distant  milk. 

Two  proposals  were  made  to  correct 
this  price  disparity,  which  was  claimed 
to  threaten  an  adequate  supply  of  milk 
for  Cleveland.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
producer  location  adjustment  be  lowered, 
and  the  Class  I  price  be  increased  in  the 
fall  and  winter  months.  A  producer  lo¬ 
cation  adjustment  of  12  cents  applicable 
to  milk  delivered  at  any  country  plant 
over  30  miles  from  the  city  was  proposed 
to  replace  the  present  graduated  rate 
starting  at  15  cents  in  the  30-45  mile 
zone.  The  evidence  given  was  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  show  why  12  cents  is  an  appro¬ 
priate  rate,  or  why  the  same  rate  should 
apply  at  every  station  regardless  of  dis¬ 
tance  from  the  market.  A  rate  of  10 
cents  was  indicated  as  approximately 
equalizing  the  average  returns  to  pro¬ 
ducers  delivering  to  country  stations  and 
to  the  marketing  area  in  the  30-45  mile 
zone. 

The  proposed  increases  in  the  Class  I 
price  differential  would  considerably 
more  than  offset  the  effect  on  the  uni¬ 
form  price  of  the  proposed  change  in 
producer  location  adjustments,  and  so 
would  result  in  increased  returns  to  pro¬ 
ducers  delivering  milk  to  marketing  area 
plants.  The  evidence  does  not  indicate 
a  need  for  higher  returns  to  direct  ship 
producers.  Data  on  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceipts  do  not  show  any  net  loss  of  milk 
to  other  markets  but  rather  a  substantial 
increase  in  the  supply.  For  the  last  3 
months  of  1949,  producer  milk  receipts 
by  Cleveland  handlers  increased  more 
than  6  percent  from  the  corresponding 
months  of  the  previous  year.  The  in¬ 
crease  in  producer  milk  receipts  at  coun¬ 
try  pool  plants  was  slightly  greater  in 
percentage  than  the  increase  at  city 
plants. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  a 
disparity  exists  between  prices  to  milk 
producers  delivering  to  Cleveland  coun¬ 
try  stations  and  to  producers  in  the  same 
areas  who  deliver  to  other  fluid  markets. 
This  seems  to  be  due  largely  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  Cleveland  producer 
location  adjustment  which  is  not  com¬ 
pensated  for  by  differences  in  class  prices 
in  Cleveland  and  the  other  markets.  Evi¬ 
dence  was  not  produced  at  the  hearing 
to  show  how  much  of  this  disparity 
should  be  corrected  by  a  revision  of  the 
location  adjustments  and  how  much,  if 
any,  by  a  Class  I  price  increase.  There 
is  no  evidence  of  a  loss  of  producer  milk 
or  other  conditions  w’hich  require  prompt 
action.  It  is  concluded,  in  view  of  the 
inadequate  evidence  regarding  all  fac¬ 
tors  affecting  the  proposed  Class  I  price 
and  location  adjustment  changes  and  no 
showing  of  need  for  immediate  action, 
that  no  changes  in  the  Class  I  price  or 
producer  location  adjustment  should  be 
made  at  this  time. 

Proposals  were  submitted  for  revision 
of  location  differentials  to  handlers  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  change  in  the  amount  of  milk 
to  which  the  differentials  would  apply 
and  for  increased  rates  on  the  graduated 
scale  in  effect  rather  than  for  a  flat  rate 
at  a  reduced  amount  as  proposed  for  the 


adjustment  to  producers.  These  pro¬ 
posals  also  were  discussed  at  some 
length.  However,  it  is  determined  that 
the  record  contains  insufficient  evidence 
to  permit  a  revision  in  such  rates  at  this 
time. 

(2)  Butterfat  used  in  ice  cream  should 
be  priced  at  the  Class  III  butterfat  price. 
The  price  of  Class  II  skim  milk  should 
not  be  changed. 

Handlers  proposed  that  the  Class  III 
butterfat  and  skim  milk  prices  be  applied 
to  butterfat  and  skim  milk  used  in  ice 
cream  and  that  the  price  of  Class  II 
skim  milk  be  reduced.  The  cost  of 
cream  from  producer  milk  for  use  in  ice 
cream  was  claimed  to  be  higher  at  the 
Class  II  price  for  butterfat  than  cream 
bought  on  the  open  market.  Ice  cream 
made  by  a  handler  is  subject  to  prior 
allocation,  after  Class  I,  of  all  available 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  producer 
milk,  which  is  charged  at  the  Class  II 
price.  Ice  cream  manufacturers  who 
are  not  handlers  may  use  products 
bought  at  the  open  market  price.  A 
handler  producing  ice  cream  is  placed  at 
a  competitive  disadvantage  if  producer 
milk  receipts  exceed  his  Class  I  uses  and 
the  Class  II  price  is  above  open  market 
prices  for  cream  and  milk  solids.  Pro¬ 
ducers  did  not  oppose  the  proposal  ex¬ 
cept  to  suggest  that  the  price  of  cream 
for  fluid  cream  sales  also  be  considered. 
No  testimony  was  jgiven  as  to  what 
change,  if  any,  should  be  made  in  this 
price. 

Data  submitted  by  handlers  who 
manufacture  ice  cream  show  the  cost  of 
40%  cream  made  from  Class  II  producer 
milk  to  have  averaged  $28.22  per  10  gal¬ 
lon  can  (including  $2,391  for  processing) 
for  the  first  11  months  of  1949  while  the 
average  price  charged  by  Cleveland 
brokers  was  $26.56.  The  cost  of  cream 
from  producer  milk  for  use  in  ice  cream 
was  shown  to  be  lower  under  other  Fed¬ 
eral  orders  in  Ohio  markets  than  under 
the  Cleveland  order. 

It  is  concluded  that  in  order  to  provide 
a  competitive  price  on  producer  butter¬ 
fat  used  in  ice  cream,  such  butterfat 
should  be  priced  at  the  Class  III  butter¬ 
fat  price.  This  is  equivalent  at  Febru¬ 
ary  prices  to  a  reduction  of  $1.04  on  the 
cost  of  a  10  gallon  can  of  40  percent 
cream. 

It  was  also  proposed  that  the  price  of 
Class  II  skim  milk  be  computed  on  the 
average  price  of  spray  process  nonfat 
dry  milk  solids  at  Chicago  area  manu¬ 
facturing  plants,  which  would  result  in 
a  skim  milk  price  averaging  around  6 
cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  that 
now  provided. 

The  price  of  Class  II  skim  milk  (used 
largely  in  ice  cream  and  cottage  cheese) 
is  based  on  the  price  of  spray  process 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids,  a  manufactured 
product  which  may  be  substituted  for 
skim  milk  for  these  uses.  The  price  of  this 
product  delivered  at  Chicago  is  used  as 
being  the  price  most  nearly  comparable 
to  the  cost  delivered  at  a  handler’s  plant 
in  Cleveland.  Price  quotations  for  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  solids  at  Chicago,  converted 
to  equivalent  skim  milk  prices,  are  more 
appropriate  than  quotations  at  Chicago 
area  plants  as  a  basis  for  pricing  Class  II 
skim  milk  to  Cleveland  handlers  because 
such  skim  milk  is  not  priced  in  the  coun- 
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try,  but  f .  o.  b.  the  handler’s  city  bottling 
plant.  If  Class  II  skim  milk  is  received 
from  producers  at  a  country  plant  and 
is  actually  transported  to  a  city  bottling 
plant,  an  appropriate  transportation  al¬ 
lowance  is  provided  in  the  form  of  a 
handler  location  adjustment.  The 
method  of  pricing  Class  II  skim  milk 
should  not  be  changed. 

(3)  Milk  used  in  the  production  of 
canned  evaporated  milk  should  be  priced 
at  the  average  18  plant  price  used  as  an 
alternate  basic  formula  price,  less  8  cents 
per  hundredweight.  The  price  of  skim 
milk  used  in  animal  feed  should  not  be 
changed. 

The  Cleveland  order  provides  two 
alternate  prices  for  milk  used  for  evapo¬ 
rated  milk,  the  higher  of  (1)  a  butter- 
powder  formula  price  made  up  of  the 
average  Chicago  92-score  butter  price 
plus  20%  times  3.5  and  the  average  roller 
powder  price  at  Chicago  area  plants  less 
5.5  cents  times  8.2,  and  (2)  the  18  plant 
alternate  basic  formula  price  less  8  cents. 
Handlers  manufacturing  evaporated  milk 
proposed  that  milk  for  this  use  be  priced 
at  the  18  plant  average  price  less  15  cents 
in  April,  May  and  June,  and  less  8  cents 
in  other  months. 

For  some  time  prior  to  December  1, 
1949,  milk  used  for  evaporated  milk  was 
priced  under  the  Cleveland  order  at  the 
18  plant  alternate  basic  formula  price 
less  8  cents.  The  8  cent  deduction  rep¬ 
resents  the  average  margin  during  the 
last  7  years  between  the  prices  paid  by 
Ohio  evaporating  plants  and  those  paid 
by  the  18  plants.  The  resulting  price 
for  milk  used  for  evaporating  was  de¬ 
signed  to  be  competitive  with  prices  paid 
by  evaporating  plants  in  the  Cleveland 
milkshed  not  regulated  by  the  order.  In 
connection  with  a  general  revision  of 
prices  effective  December  1,  1949,  the 
butter-powder  price  was  added  as  an 
alternate  price  when  higher.  For  the 
year  of  1949  the  butter-powder  price 
averaged  20  cents  higher  than  the  18 
plant  price  less  8  cents. 

Handlers  manufacturing  evaporated 
milk  contended  that  at  current  price 
levels  milk  used  by  handlers  for  evapo¬ 
rating  is  priced  under  the  butter-powder 
price  provision  well  above  the  prices  paid 
by  competitive  unregulated  plants  for 
milk  for  this  use.  This  competitive  dis¬ 
advantage  cannot  be  avoided,  they 
claimed,  by  shifting  milk  to  other  uses 
because  facilities  are  not  available  in  the 
evaporating  plants  for  making  other 
products.  The  butter-powder  price,  if 
in  effect  in  1949,  would  have  provided 
an  average  price  for  milk  for  evaporating 
35  cents  per  hundredweight  above  the 
average  price  reported  as  paid  by  Ohio 
evaporating  plants. 

The  proposal  for  a  price  7  cents  lower 
in  the  high  production  months  of  April, 
May  and  June  than  in  other  months  was 
not  supported  by  testimony.  Price  rec¬ 
ords  indicate  that  in  some  years  the  mar¬ 
gin  between  the  Ohio  and  the  18  plant 
average  prices  has  been  wider  in  the 
April-May-June  period  than  the  aver¬ 
age  for  the  year  but  that  in  other  years 
the  reverse  has  been  true.  It  should  also 
be  noted  that  the  cost  of  milk  to  Ohio 
evaporating  plants  is  not  as  low  as  is 
indicated  by  the  reported  pay  prices. 


Various  premiums  not  shown  in  the  re- 

rDrted  producer  prices  and  ranging  from 
cents  to  25  cents  per  hundredweight  are 
frequently  paid  by  these  Ohio  plants.  In 
view  of  current  price  relationships,  it  is 
concluded  that  milk  for  evaporating 
should  be  priced  at  the  18  plant  price  less 
8  cents  to  permit  disposal  of  evaporated 
milk  made  from  pool  milk  in  competition 
with  that  made  in  unregulated  plants. 

Handlers  proposed  that  a  special  price 
be  provided  for  skim  milk  used  as  animal 
feed  or  to  produce  animal  feed.  This 
price,  to  be  based  on  the  price  of  nonfat 
dry  milk  solids  for  animal  feed,  would 
average  about  15  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  lower  than  the  Class  III  skim  milk 
price. 

It  was  not  shown  that  other  outlets 
for  skim  milk  which  would  yield  pro¬ 
ducers  a  higher  return  are  not  available. 
The  amount  of  skim  milk  used  as  animal 
feed  was  indicated  to  be  very  small.  The 
proposal  would  not  make  more  skim  milk 
available  to  farmers  for  animal  feed  be¬ 
cause  of  delivery  problems,  but  would 
only  permit  the  use  of  skim  milk  in  the 
manufacture  of  animal  feed  products. 
It  is  concluded  that  the  present  Class  III 
skim  milk  prices  promotes  the  uses  of 
skim  milk  which  will  yield  the  highest 
return  to  producers  and  that  it  is  not 
necessary  or  desirable  to  provide  a  lower 
price  for  other  uses. 

(4)  The  provision  for  allocating  a  cer¬ 
tain  amount  of  other  source  milk  to  Class 
I  when  producer  milk  receipts  fall  below 
110  percent  of  Class  I  disposition  and  all 
additional  other  source  milk  to  the  lowest 
priced  utilization  should  not  be  changed, 
and  other  source  milk  should  remain  as 
presently  allocated. 

Handlers  proposed  that  other  source 
butterfat  and  skim  milk  be  allocated  to 
Class  I  to  the  amount  that  120  percent  of 
Class  I  disposition  by  any  handler  ex¬ 
ceeds  receipts  from  producers.  Such 
allocation  is  now  permitted  in  the  period 
October  through  January  only  when  pro¬ 
ducer  receipts  fall  below  110  percent  of 
Class  I  disposition.  Handlers  claimed  a 
need  for  a  supply  of  milk  equal  to  120 
percent  of  Class  I  uses,  and  that  pro¬ 
ducers  should  be  penalized  for  failure  to 
deliver  this  amount  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  to  any  handler  in  any  month. 

The  total  market  receipts  of  producer 
milk  exceeded  120  percent  of  total  Class  I 
disposition  in  each  month  of  1949  and 
most  months  of  1948.  The  supply  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  has  shown  an  increasing  trend 
in  relation  to  Class  I  uses.  Failure  of  any 
handler  to  receive  producer  milk  equal  to 
or  exceeding  120  percent  of  his  Class  I 
disposition  is  not  due  to  a  shortage  in  de¬ 
liveries  of  producer  milk  to  the  market. 
The  proposal  would  tend  to  discourage 
rather  than  encourage  handler  efforts  to 
distribute  producer  milk  in  proportion  to 
sales.  It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
should  not  be  adopted. 

Handlers  manufacturing  ice  cream 
proposed  that  other  source  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  be  allocated  first  to  ice 
qream  and  ice  cream  mix  before  alloca- 
tipn  to  the  lowest  priced  utilization.  The 
intent  of  this  proposal  seems  to  be  of  the 
same  nature  as  that  of  the  proposal  dis¬ 
cussed  under  issue  (2)  and  in  view  of  the 
conclusions  there  stated,  it  is  concluded 


that  no  action  should  be  taken  on  this 
proposal. 

(5)  The  delivery  requirements  for 
maintaining  qualification  as  a  country 
pool  plant  should  not  be  changed. 

The  present  order  provides  that  a 
country  pool  plant  shall  be  disqualified 
as  a  pool  plant  if  such  plant  furnished 
to  a  market  area  bottling  plant  less  than 
10  percent  of  its  dairy  farm  supply  of 
milk  in  any  month  except  April,  May, 
June,  or  July  and  less  than  50  percent 
of  such  supply  during  more  than  one  of 
the  months  of  October,  November,  De¬ 
cember,  and  January.  Handlers  con¬ 
tended  that  a  country  pool  plant  should 
continue  as  a  pool  plant  even  though  it 
supplies  only  cream  or  condensed  skim 
milk  to  the  market  in  the  months  of 
short  supply,  and  proposed  that  a  pool 
plant  should  continue  as  such  if,  in  the 
specified  months,  it  furnished  to  a  mar¬ 
ket  area  bottling  plant  during  the  speci¬ 
fied  months  not  less  than  the  above 
percentages  of  either  skim  milk  or  but¬ 
terfat  contained  in  its  dairy  farm  supply 
of  milk. 

A  proposal  made  in  1949  to  qualify 
country  pool  plants  on  the  basis  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  either  milk  or  butterfat  was 
denied.  It  was  found  that  because  of 
the  lower  prices  of  Class  II  and  Class 
III  milk,  the  price  for  fluid  milk  in  Class 
I  in  the  Cleveland  market  must  provide 
the  incentive  for  producers  to  furnish 
an  adequate  supply  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk.  Due  to  the  importance  of 
the  Class  I  price  in  determining  the  level 
of  prices  received  by  producers,  milk 
produced  only  for  use  in  lower  value 
classes  must  be  carried  in  the  pool  at  the 
expense  of  the  price  for  Class  I  milk. 
Participation  in  the  pool  of  plants  fur¬ 
nishing  only  cream  or  skim  milk  would 
not  help  provide  an  incentive  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  an  adequate  supply  of  pure 
and  wholesome  milk  for  the  market,  but 
rather  would  reduce  the  incentive  and 
so  create  pressure  for  a  higher  price  for 
milk  for  fluid  use  than  would  otherwise 
be  necessary.  The  pool  plant  disqualifi¬ 
cation  provisions  were  intended  to  elim¬ 
inate  from  the  pool  plants  not  needed, 
even  in  the  months  of  lowest  production, 
to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  milk 
for  the  market.  The  proposal  would  de¬ 
feat  the  purpose  of  these  provisions  by 
permitting  a  plant  to  continue  in  the 
pool  even  when  its  milk  supply  is  never 
needed  except  for  Class  II  or  Class  III 
uses.  In  view  of  these  considerations,  it 
is  concluded  that  maintenance  of  pool 
plant  status  should  continue  to  be  based 
on  shipments  of  milk  only. 

(6)  The  marketing  area  should  be  en¬ 
larged  to  include  8  townships  in  Medina 
County,  Ohio. 

A  handler  whose  bottling  plant  is  lo¬ 
cated  near  Medina,  Ohio,  a  short  dis¬ 
tance  outside  the  Cleveland  marketing 
area,  proposed  that  the  marketing  area 
be  enlarged  to  include  the  townships  of 
Liverpool,  Brunswick,  Hinckley,  York, 
Granger,  Medina,  Lafayette  and  Mont- 
ville  in  Nedina  County. 

The  territory  proposed  to  be  added  to 
the  Cleveland  marketing  area  adjoins 
the  present  marketing  area  and  is  similar 
in  all  respects  to  the  territory  within 
the  marketing  area,  except  the  popula- 
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tion  density  may  average  lower.  All 
dairy  farms  furnishing  milk  to  distribu¬ 
tors  selling  in  the  proposed  area  are 
located  within  the  direct  ship  milkshed 
of  the  Cleveland  market.  These  farms 
are  intermingled  with  those  of  Cleve¬ 
land  producers  and  are  subject  to 
identical  production  conditions.  Also 
competing  for  milk  from  dairy  farms  in 
the  area  is  a  plant  producing  evaporated 
milk  which  is  largely  disposed  of  in  other 
states  and  in  foreign  countries.  Health 
requirements  in  the  area  are  similar  to 
those  applying  to  Cleveland  handlers 
and  producers,  and  are  the  same  as  those 
applicable  to  the  proponent’s  plant  and 
to  his  producers.  The  provisions  of  the 
order  are  appropriate  for  regulation  of 
milk  in  this  additional  area.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  dairy  farmers  furnishing 
milk  for  this  portion  of  Medina  County 
should  be  included  in  any  benefits  of 
the  Cleveland  order,  and  that  orderly 
marketing  will  be  promoted  by  including 
such  area  in  the  Cleveland  marketing 
area. 

(7)  No  change  should  be  made  in  the 
present  order  with  respect  to  excluding 
from  the  uniform  price  computations  the 
value  of  milk  of  handlers  in  default  to 
the  producer-settlement  fund. 

The  provision  in  the  present  order 
excludes  the  value  of  milk  of  handlers 
in  default  of  payments  required  to  the 
producer-settlement  fund  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  delivery  period  from  the  compu¬ 
tation  of  the  uniform  prices. 

The  proposal  was  to  include  the  value 
of  milk  of  all  handlers,  including  that 
of  handlers  in  default  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund  for  the  preceding  deliv¬ 
ery  period,  in  the  uniform  price  compu¬ 
tation.  The  evidence  in  favor  of  this 
proposal  was  not  compelling.  The  testi¬ 
mony  was  largely  an  argument  that  the 
defaults  from  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  to  the  time  of  the  hearing  were 
temporary  and  in  many  cases  related  to 
amounts  which  were  being  disputed  and 
which  were  the  subjects  of  pending  liti¬ 
gation. 

It  was  stated  in  the  hearing  that  han¬ 
dlers’  values  might  have  to  be  excluded 
at  the  inception  of  the  order  because 
general  default  would  make  it  impossible 
for  the  market  administrator  to  make 
proper  disbursement  from  the  producer- 
settlement  fund.  No  showing  was  made 
that  such  a  situation  might  not  occur  in 
the  future. 

The  provision  in  the  present  order 
serves  to  insure  the  solvency  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  and  should  not  be 
deleted. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  in  the  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 


further  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(c)  The  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  proposed'to  be  further  amended, 
will  regulate  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  will  be  applicable 
only  to  persons  in  the  respective  classes 
of  industrial  and  commercial  activity 
specified  in  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  hearings  have  been  held. 

Proposed  findings  and  conclusions. 
Briefs  were  filed  on  behalf  of  producers 
associations  and  the  majority  of  the 
handlers  subject  to  Order  No.  75.  The 
briefs  contained  proposed  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  and  argument  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposals  discussed  at  the 
hearing.  Every  point  covered  in  the 
briefs  was  carefully  considered  along 
with  the  evidence  in  the  record  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  findings  and  reaching  the  con¬ 
clusions  hereinbefore  set  forth.  To  the 
extent  that  such  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  contained  in  the  briefs  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  contained  herein  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  to  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  on  the  basis  of  the 
facts  found  and  stated  in  connection 
with  the  conclusions  in  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  amendments  to  the  order.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  amendments  to  the  order,  as 
amended,  are  recommended  as  the  de¬ 
tailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
these  conclusions  may  be  carried  out. 
The  proposed  marketing  agreement  is 
not  included  because  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  thereof  would  be  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  the  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  proposed  to  be  further  amended : 

1.  Delete  §  975.1  (f)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

(f )  “Cleveland,  Ohio,  Marketing  Area” 
hereinafter  called  the  “marketing  area” 
means  all  territory,  including  but  not 
being  limited  to  all  municipal  corpora¬ 
tions,  within  Cuyahoga  County;  the 
Township  of  Willoughby  in  Lake  Coun¬ 
ty;  and  the  Townships  of  Liverpool, 
Brunswick,  Hinckley,  York,  Granger, 
Medina,  Lafayette  and  Montville  in  Me¬ 
dina  County;  all  in  the  state  of  Ohio. 

2.  Change  the  period  at  the  end  of 
§  975.6  (c)  (1)  to  a  colon  and  add  the 
following:  “ Provided ,  That  the  price  per 
hundredweight  of  butterfat  used  to  pro¬ 
duce  ice  cream  or  ice  cream  mix  shall 
be  the  Class  III  price  for  butterfat.” 

3.  Delete  the  proviso  in  §  975.6  (d)  (2) 
and  substitute  therefor  the  following: 
“Provided,  That  the  price  of  skim  milk 
used  to  produce  evaporated  or  condensed 
milk  (or  skim  milk)  in  hermetically 
sealed  cans  shall  be  determined  by  (1) 
subtracting  from  the  price  computed  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  less  8  cents,  the  following  amount: 
multiply  by  0.035  the  price  of  butterfat 
computed  prior  to  the  proviso  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  and  (ii) 
dividing  the  result  obtained  in  subdivi¬ 
sion  (i)  of  this  proviso  by  0.965.” 


Piled  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  15th 
day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  F.  R.  Burke, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5301;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR,  Part  958  1 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Colorado 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING  WITH 

RESPECT  TO  SHIPMENTS  OF  COLORADO  AREA 

3  POTATOES  DURING  THE  PERIOD  JULY  10, 

1950  THROUGH  MAY  31,  1951 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  recommendation,  submitted  by 
the  administrative  committee  of  Area 
3,  established  pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  97  and  Order  No.  58  (7 
CFR  958.1  et  seq.)  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  Irish  Potatoes  grown  in  the 
State  of  Colorado,  issued  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  61  Stat. 
202,  707;  62  Stat.  1247;  63  Stat.  1051). 

(1)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.  m.,  m.  s.  t.,  July  10,  1950,  and 
ending  12:01  a.  m.,  m.  s.  t.,  June  1,  1951, 
no  handler  shall  ship  potatoes  grown  in 
Area  No  3,  as  such  area  is  defined  in 
Marketing  Agreement  No  97  and  Order 
No.  58,  which  do  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Regulation  No.  1  (published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  16,  1949 — 
14  F.  R.  3979)  and  which  are  of  sizes 
smaller  than  2  inches  minimum  diam¬ 
eter,  as  such  sizes  are  defined  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Potatoes 
(14  F.  R.  1955,  2161),  including  the  tol¬ 
erances  provided  therein:  Provided, 
That  the  aforesaid  limitations  shall  not 
be  applicable  to  (i)  potatoes  shipped  for 
seed  purposes  which  have  been  officially 
certified  as  seed  potatoes  by  the  official 
Colorado  seed  certifying  agency  and 
which  are  in  containers  bearing  official 
Colorado  seed  certification  tag,  and  (ii) 
potatoes  shipped  for  consumption  by  a 
charitable  institution,  for  relief  pur¬ 
poses,  or  for  manufacturing  purposes 
for  conversion  into  by-products. 

(2)  The  terms  used  herein  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  Order 
No.  58  (7  CFR  958.1  et  seq). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  consid¬ 
eration  in  connection  with  the  aforesaid 
proposal  may  do  so  by  submitting  the 
same  to  the  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Branch,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C„  not 
later  than  the  7th  day  following  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et 
seq.;  61  Stat.  202,  707;  62  Stat.  1247;  63  Stat. 
1051) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  16th 
day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5351;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

9:32  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Misc.  #364087] 

California 

REVOCATION  OF  ORDERS  OPENING  LANDS 
UNDER  FOREST  HOMESTEAD  ACT 

June  12,  1950. 

On  request  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
mental  Order  No.  2238  (a)  (38)  of 

August  16,  1946,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  the 
orders  listed  below  opening  lands  in  the 
Modoc  National  Forest,  California,  for 
entry  under  the  act  of  June  11,  1906, 
as  amended  (34  Stat.  233;  16  U.  S.  C. 
506-509),  are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as 
they  affect  the  following-described  lands: 


Date  of  order' 
of  opening 


List  No. 


Land— Mount  Diablo  Meridian 


Feb.  4,1914 


6-1920 


T.  46  N„  R.  13  E„ 

Sec.  4,  lot  2,  containing  39.87 

acres. 


May  6,1915 


5-2561 


T.  46  N.,  R.  13  E„ 

Sec.  5,  SW^SWUSW(i; 

Sec.  6,  S  E  MS  W  E  M, 

WWSEJiNEtf,  Nt^NWJi 


SF.li,  W>2XE^SE^, 
SEViNE^SE'i,  and  SEJ4 

se  H; 

Sec.  8,  NW^NW^NWJ^, 
containing  140  acres. 


William  Zimmerman,  Jr., 
Assistant  Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5277;  Filed,  June  19,  19C0; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Misc.  2002640] 

California 

REVOCATION  OF  PERMISSION  TO  NAVY  DEPART¬ 
MENT  TO  USE  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  LANDS 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  §  191.15  of  Title  43  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  April  3,  1950,  the 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
revoked  the  permission  granted  Septem¬ 
ber  29,  1944,  to  the  Navy  Department  to 
use  the  following-described  public  lands 
in  California  in  connection  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  bombing  and  strafing 
range  for  the  activities  of  the  Marine 
Corps  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California: 
Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  32  S.,  R.  36  E„ 

Sec.  36. 

T.  32  S.,  R.  37  E„ 

Secs.  31  to  36,  inclusive. 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  11  N„  R.  10  W„ 

Secs.  5,  6,  7,  8.  17,  and  18. 

T.  12  N.,  R.  10  W„ 

Secs.  31  and  32. 

T.  11  N.,  R.  11  W., 

Secs.  1  to  5  and  secs.  8  to  17,  inclusive. 

T.  12  N.,  R.  11  W.p 

Secs.  32  to  36,  inclusive. 

Any  applicant  for  a  mineral  permit  or 
lease  whose  application  was  rejected 
solely  because  the  said  permit  was 


granted  may  apply  for  a  reinstatement 
of  his  application  within  60  .days  from 
the  date  of  the  publication  of  this  notice.* 

Marion  Clawson, 

Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5278;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


(Misc.  56971] 

Arizona 

ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

June  12, 1950. 

In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  under 
the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  act  of 
June  28, 1934  (48  Stat.  1269),  as  amended 
June  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  1976),  43  U.  S.  C. 
sec.  315g),  the  following  described  lands 
have  been  reconveyed  to  the  United 
States : 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 

T.  4  S.,  R.  11  W., 

Secs.  1,  13  and  14, 

T.  5  S.,  R.  1  E., 

Secs.  2  and  36, 

T.  5  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  32, 

T.  6  S.,  R.  1  E„ 

Secs.  2,  32,  and  36, 

X  7  S  R  2  E 

Sec.  16,  NE14NE14,  Sy2NE%,  8 Vi. 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W., 

Sec.  11,  sy2swi4, 

T.  11  N.,  R.  18  W., 

Sec.  25,  NV2NWJ4, 

T.  16  N.,  R.  14  W., 

Sec.  7,  E  y2  NE  y4 ,  SEV4; 

Sec.  17,  SWVi; 

Sec.  19,  Ey2, 

T.  16  N.,  R.  15  W., 

Sec.  11, 

T.  23  N.,  R.  19  W„ 

Sec.  15,  Ny2SEV4. 

T.  27  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  20,  Wy2NWy4,  NEy2NWy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  7,918.56 
acres. 

The  lands  are  primarily  suitable  for 
grazing. 

No  applications  for  these  lands  may 
be  allowed  under  the  homestead,  small 
tract,  desert-land,  or  any  other  nonmin¬ 
eral  public-land  laws,  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable 
or  suitable  for  such  type  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  an  application. 

This  order  shall  not  otherwise  become 
effective  to  change  the  status  of  such 
lands  until  10:00  a.  m.  on  the  35th  day 
after  the  date  of  this  order.  At  that  time 
the  said  lands  shall,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights  and  the  provisions  of  ex¬ 
isting  withdrawals,  become  subject  to 
application,  petition,  location,  and  selec¬ 
tion  as  follows: 

(a)  Ninety -one  day  period  for  prefer¬ 
ence-right  filings.  For  a  period  of  91 
days,  commencing  at  the  hour  and  on 
the  day  specified  above,  the  public  lands 
affected  by  this  order  shall  be  subject 
only  to  (1)  application  under  the  home¬ 
stead  or  the  desert-land  laws  or  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938,  52  Stat.  609 
(43  U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  amended,  by  quali¬ 


fied  veterans  of  World  War  II  and  other 
qualified  persons  entitled  to  preference 
under  the  act  of  September  27,  1944,  58 
Stat.  747  (43  U.  S.  C.  279-284) ,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  subject  to  the  requirements  of  ap¬ 
plicable  law,  and  (2)  application  under 
any  applicable  public-land  law,  based  on 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights  and 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation.  Applications 
under  subdivision  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
shall  be  subject  to  applications  and 
claims  of  the  classes  described  in  sub¬ 
division  (2)  of  this  paragraph.  All  ap¬ 
plications  filed  under  this  paragraph 
either  at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on  the 
35th  day  after  the  date  of  this  order 
shall  be  treated  as  though  filed  simul¬ 
taneously  at  that  time.  All  applications 
filed  under  this  paragraph  after  10:00 
a.  m.  on  the  said  35th  day  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

(d)  Date  for  non-preference-right  fil¬ 
ings.  Commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  the 
126th  day  after  the  date  of  this  order, 
any  lands  remaining  unappropriated 
shall  become  subject  to  such  application, 
petition,  location,  selection,  or  other  ap¬ 
propriation  by  the  public  generally  as 
may  be  authorized  by  the  public-land 
laws.  All  such  applications  filed  either 
at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on  the  126th 
day  after  the  date  of  this  order,  shall 
be  treated  as  though  filed  simultaneously 
at  the  hour  specified  on  such  126th  day. 
All  applications  filed  thereafter  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  appli¬ 
cation  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides),  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  applications  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

Applications  for  these  lands,  w’hich 
shall  be  filed  in  the  Land  and  Survey 
Office  at  Phoenix,  Arizona,  shall  be  acted 
upon  in  accordance  with  the  regulations 
contained  in  §  295.8  of  Title  43  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  and  Part 
296  of  that  title,  to  the  extent  that  such 
regulations  are  applicable.  Applications 
under  the  homestead  laws  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  regulations  contained  in 
Parts  166  to  170,  inclusive,  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and 
applications  under  the  desert-land  law^s 
and  the  said  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938,  shall  be  governed  by  the  regula¬ 
tions  contained  in  Parts  232  and  257, 
respectively,  of  that  title. 
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NOTICES 


Inquiries  concerning  these  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  Manager,  Land  and  Sur¬ 
vey  Office,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Marion  Clawson, 

Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5279;  Filed,  June  19, .  1950; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Geological  Survey 

Colorado 

DEFINITIONS  OF  KNOWN  GEOLOGIC  STRUC¬ 
TURES  OF  PRODUCING  OIL  AND  GAS  FIELDS 

Former  paragraph  (c)  of  §  227.0,  Part 
227,  Title  30,  Chapter  n,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (1947  Supp.),  codification 
of  which  has  been  discontinued  by  a 
document  published  in  Part  II  of  the 
Federal  Register  dated  December  31, 
1948,  is  hereby  supplemented  by  the 
addition  of  the  following  structure  de¬ 
fined  effective  as  of  the  date  shown: 
Name  of  Field.  Effective  Date,  and  Acreage 

(2)  Colorado 

Asbury  Creek  Field:  Dec.  13,  1949 _  830 

Thomas  B.  Nolan, 
Acting  Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5292;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

Delegation  of  Authority  of 
Contracting  Officers 

Pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  bylaws  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration,  the  chairman,  or  in  his  absence 
the  acting  chairman,  of  each  FMA 
county  committee  is  hereby  appointed  a 
contracting  officer  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  with  authority  to  execute, 
in  the  name  of  the  Corporation,  con¬ 
tracts,  agreements,  or  other  documents 
relating  to  the  sale  of  feed  grains  owned 
by  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
stored  elsewhere  than  in  public  ware¬ 
houses. 

The  authority  hereby  conferred  shall 
be  exercised  only  in  connection  with  sales 
of  the  kinds  of  grain  listed  in  and  at  the 
prices  specified  in  Grain  Memorandum 
No.  238,  dated  June  6,  1950,  and  monthly 
supplements  thereto,  maintained  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection  in 
each  PMA  county  committee  office. 

Issued  this  15th  day  of  June  1950. 

TsealI  Frank  K.  Woolley, 

Acting  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.  R  .  Doc.  50-5302;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:51  a.  m.j 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Arkansas 

DESIGNATION  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  TO  BE  AD¬ 
MINISTERED  AS  PART  OF  OZARK  NATIONAL 
FOREST 

Whereas,  the  United  States  has  ac¬ 
quired  or  hereafter  may  acquire  certain 


land  within  the  hereinafter-described 
area  in  the  State  of  Arkansas  under  au¬ 
thority  of  the  act  of  March  1,  1911  (36 
Stat.  961) ,  as  amended  and  supplemented 
by  the  act  of  June  7,  1924  (43  Stat  653), 
and 

*  Whereat,  the  said  lands  are  or  will  be 
subject  to  all  laws  applicable  to  lands 
acquired  under  the  aforementioned  acts, 
and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  11  of  the  act  of  March  1,  1911, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  from 
time  to  time  divide  the  lands  acquired 
under  the  aforementioned  acts  into  such 
specific  National  Forests  and  so  designate 
the  same  as  he  may  deem  best  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  purposes,  and 

Whereas,  the  lands  acquired  or  those 
that  may  be  acquired  by  the  United 
States  under  said  acts  within  the  herein¬ 
after-described  area  are  so  situated  that 
the  public  interest  and  economy  will  be 
served  best  by  having  them  administered 
as  part  of  the  Ozark  National  Forest; 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Charles  F.  Brannan, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  by  virtue  of  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  section  11  of 
the  act  of  March  1, 1911,  do  hereby  order 
that  on  and  after  July  1,  1950  any  lands 
of  the  United  States  within  the  following 
described  area  that  have  been  or  there¬ 
after  may  be  acquired  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended,  shall  be  administered  as  part 
of  the  Ozark  National  Forest: 

Fifth  Principal  Meridian 
T.  16  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Secs.  6,  7,  and  8,  Those  parts  lying  south 
of  Buffalo  River; 

Sec.  16,  That  part  lying  west  of  Buffalo 
River; 

Eecs.  17  to  21.  inclusive,  Those  parts  lying 
north  of  Little  Buffalo  River. 

T.  16  N.,  R.  21  W„ 

Sec.  1,  That  part  lying  south  of  Buffalo 
River; 

Secs.  3  and  4,  Those  parts  lying  south  and 
west  of  Buffalo  River; 

Sec.  9; 

Secs.  10, 11,  and  12,  Those  parts  lying  south 
of  Buffalo  River; 

Secs.  13,  14,  15,  16,  21  and  22; 

Secs.  23,  24,  25,  26,  and  27,  Those  parts  lying 
northwest  of  Little  Buffalo  River; 

Sec.  28. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto 
set  my  hand  and  caused  the  official  seal 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  be 
affixed,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  this 
14th  day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Brannan, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5280;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

( Administrative  Order  399] 

Special  Industry  Committee  No.  8  for 
Puerto  Rico 

APPOINTMENT  TO  INVESTIGATE  CONDITIONS 
AND  RECOMMEND  MINIMUM  WAGE  RATES 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  under  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended;  29 
U.  S.  C.,  and  Sup.,  201  et  seq.),  I,  Wm. 
R.  McComb,  Administrator  of  the  Wage 


and  Hour  Division,  Unite'  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  do  hereby  appoint  and 
convene  a  special  industry  committee 
for  Puerto  Rico  composed  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  representatives: 

For  the  Public: 

Cecil  A.  Snyder,  Chairman,  San  Juan,  P.  R. 

Felix  Mejias,  San  Juan,  P.  R. 

Paul  H.  Sanders,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

For  the  Employers: 

Sam  Schweitzer,  Mayaguez,  P.  R. 

Juan  Garcia,  Mayaguez,  P.  R. 

Louis  Rubin,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

For  the  Employees: 

Nicolas  Nogueras-Rivera,  San  Juan,  P.  R. 

Tomas  Mandez-Mejias,  San  Juan,  P.  R. 

Lazare  Teper,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Gladys  Dickason,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Lazare  Teper  and  Gladys  Dickason 
shall  serve  as  members  of  the  committee 
in  such  order  as  the  Administrator  shall 
direct,  but  they  shall  not  serve  con¬ 
currently. 

2.  The  special  industry  committee 
herein  created,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act,  as  amended,  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  (Title  29,  Chapter 
V,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
511),  shall  meet  beginning  on  July  18, 
1950,  at  10:00  a.  m.  in  Room  412,  New 
York  Department  Store  Building,  Stop 
16  "2,  Ponce  de  Leon  Avenue,  Santurce, 
San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  and  shall  pro¬ 
ceed  to  investigate  conditions  in  the 
industries  in  Puerto  Rico  hereinafter 
enumerated  and  recommend  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  minimum  wage  rates  for  all 
employees  in  said  industries  in  Puerto 
Rico,  who  within  the  meaning  of  said 
act  are  “engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the 
production  of  goods  for  commerce”  ex¬ 
cepting  employees  exempted  by  virtue 
of  the  provisions  of  section  13  (a)  and 
employees  coming  under  the  provisions 
of  section  14.  Minimum  wage  rates  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  committee  shall  be 
the  highest  rates  (not  in.  excess  of  75 
cents  per  hour)  which  it  determines  will 
not  substantially  curtail  employment  in 
such  industries  and  will  not  give  any 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico  a  competitive 
advantage  over  any  industry  in  the 
United  States  outside  of  Puerto  Rico. 

Said  special  industry  committee  shall 
investigate  conditions  respecting,  and 
recommend  minimum  wage  rates  for,  the 
employees  in  the  Hooked  Rug  Industry; 
Leather,  Leather  Goods,  and  Related 
Products  Industry;  Handicraft  Products 
Industry;  Men’s  and  Boys’  Clothing  and 
Related  Products  Industry;  and  Needle¬ 
work  and  Fabricated  Textile  Products 
Industry. 

3.  For  the  purpose  of  this  order  these 
industries  are  defined  as  follow’s: 

Hooked  rug  industry.  The  manufac¬ 
ture  of  hooked  rugs. 

Leather,  leather  goods,  and  related 
products  industry.  The  curing,  tanning 
or  other  processing  of  hides,  skins, 
leather  or  furs  and  the  manufacture  of 
products  therefrom;  the  manufacture 
from  artificial  leather,  fabric,  or  similar 
materials  of  suitcases,  brief  cases,  wal¬ 
lets,  billfolds,  coin  purses,  card  cases, 
key  cases,  cigarette  cases,  wratch  straps, 
pouches,  tie  cases,  toilet  kits,  checkbook 
covers,  and  like  articles;  and  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  baseballs  and  softballs  cov- 
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ered  with  leather,  artificial  leather, 
fabric  or  similar  materials:  Frovided, 
however.  That  this  definition  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  any  product  or  activity  included  in 
the  Shoe  Manufacturing  and  Allied  In¬ 
dustries  in  Puerto  Rico,  as  defined  in  the 
wage  order  for  that  industry,  the  Button, 
Buckle,  and  Jewelry  Industry  in  Puerto 
Rico,  as  defined  in  Administrative  Order 
No.  389  (14  F.  R.  6610),  appointing  Spe¬ 
cial  Industry  Committee  No.  6  for  Puerto 
Rico,  or  the  Needlework  and  Fabricated 
Textile  Products  Industry  or  the  Men’s 
and  Boys’  Clothing  and  Related  Products 
Industry  as  those  industries  in  Puerto 
Rico  are  defined  herein. 

Handicraft  products  industry.  The 
manufacture  of  hand-made  or  hand- 
woven  products  (including,  but  without 
limitation,  handbags,  belts,  hats,  rugs, 
baskets,  mats,  coasters,  lamp  and  window 
shades,  blinds,  and  fans)  made  wholly 
or  chiefly  of  straw,  raffia,  sisal,  maguey, 
palm  leaves,  rushes,  grasses,  hair  bristles, 
feathers,  excelsior,  cork,  bamboo,  rattan, 
willow,  seeds,  native  shells,  pebbles, 
esponga,  or  similar  materials :  Provided, 
however,  That  this  definition  shall  not 
include  any  product  or  activity  included 
in  the  Button,  Buckle,  and  Jewelry  In¬ 
dustry  or  the  Textile  nad  Textile  Prod¬ 
ucts  Industry,  as  those  industries  in 
Puerto  Rico  are  defined  in  Administra¬ 
tive  Order  No.  389  (14  F.  R.  6610),  ap¬ 
pointing  Special  Industry  Committee  No. 
6  for  Puerto  Rico. 

Men’s  and  boys’  clothing  and  related 
products,  industry.  The  manufacture 
from  any  material  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
clothing  and  related  products,  including, 
but  without  limitation,  suits,  coats,  over¬ 
coats,  trousers,  shirts,  underwear,  night¬ 
wear,  work  clothing,  sportswear  (includ¬ 
ing  bathing  suits,  riding  habits,  and 
athletic  uniforms),  heavy  outerwear, 
neckties,  caps,  hats  (except  hand-made 
straw  hats),  belts,  robes  and  dressing 
gowns,  raincoats,  suspenders,  garters, 
academic  caps  and  gowns,  vestments, 
costumes,  and  other  items  of  apparel  and 
accessories  (except  gloves,  handkerchiefs, 
scarves  and  mufflers,  hosiery  and  shoes). 

Needlework  and  fabricated  textile 
products  industry.  The  manufacture 
from  any  material  of  all  apparel  and 
apparel  furnishings  and  accessories 
made  by  the  knitting,  crocheting,  cut¬ 
ting,  sewing,  embroidering  or  dther  proc¬ 
esses,  and  the  manufacture  of  all  textiles 
and  textile  products  except  products  or 
activities  included  in  the  Shoe  Manufac¬ 
turing  and  Allied  Industries  in  Puerto 
Rico,  as  defined  in  the  wage  order  for 
that  industry:  the  Textile  and  Textile 
Products  Industry  and  the  Button, 
Buckle,  and  Jewelry  Industry,  as  those 
industries  in  Puerto  Rico  are  defined  in 
Administrative  Order  No.  389  (14  F.  R. 
6610) ,  appointing  Special  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  6  for  Puerto  Rico;  the  Hosiery 
Industry,  the  Hairnet  Industry  and  the 
Artificial  Flower  Industry,  as  those  in¬ 
dustries  in  Puerto  Rico  are  defined  in 
Administrative  Order  No.  395  (15  F.  R. 
1611) ,  appointing  Special  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  7  for  Puerto  Rico;  and  the 
Men’s  and  Boys’  Clothing  and  Related 
Products  Industry,  the  Hooked  Rug  In- 
No.  118 - 2 


dustry,  and  the  Handicraft  Products  In¬ 
dustry,  as  those  industries  in  Puerto  Rico 
are  defined  herein.  This  definition  in¬ 
cludes,  but  without  limitation,  handker¬ 
chiefs,  scarves  and  mufflers;  gloves; 
women’s,  misses’,  girls’,  and  infants’  out¬ 
erwear,  underwear,  and  nightwear; 
women’s  and  misses’  corsets  and  allied 
garments;  millinery;  handbags  (except 
handbags  made  by  hand  out  of  raffia, 
maguey,  straw,  or  similar  materials) ; 
household  art  linens;  needlepoint;  em¬ 
broideries  and  trimmings;  curtains, 
draperies,  and  bedspreads;  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  fabricated  textile  products. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  15th 
day  of  June  1950. 

Wm.  R.  McComb, 
Administrator, 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5300;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  2824  et  al.] 

Mackey  Air  Transport,  Inc.,  et  al.j 
Florida-Bahamas  Service  Case 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Mackey  Air  Transport,  Inc.,  and  other 
applicants  for  certificates  or  amend¬ 
ments  of  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  section 
401  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  authorizing  scheduled  air 
transportation  of  persons,  property 
and/or  mail  between  points  in  east 
Florida  and  points  in  the  Bahama 
Islands. 

Notice  is  herby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  particularly  sections  401,  801  and 
1001  of  said  act,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  June  26,  1950,  at  10:00  a.  m., 
local  time,  in  the  Conference  Room, 
Saxony  Hotel,  Thirty-second  Street  and 
Collins  Avenue,  Miami  Beach,  Florida, 
before  Examiner  Richard  A.  Walsh. 

Without  limiting  the  scope  of  the 
issues  presented  by  said  applications,  * 
particular  attention  will  be  directed  to 
the  following  matters  and  questions: 

1.  Does  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  route  or  routes 
applied  for? 

2.  Is  the  applicant  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  and  is  it  fit,  willing  and 
able  to  perform  the  services  for  which  it 
is  applying? 

3.  If  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  any  route  or  routes,  wThich 
carrier  or  carriers  can  best  perform  the 
service  required? 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  in  this  proceeding, 
must  file  with  the  Board  on  or  before 
June  26,  1950,  a  statement  setting  forth 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said 
applications  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert. 

For  further  details  of  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  and  authorizations  requested,  par¬ 


ties  are  referred  to  the  applications  on 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  June  12, 
1950. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5281;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.J 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  E-6288] 

Community  Public  Service  Co.  and 
Kentucky  Utilities  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AUTHORIZING  AND  APPROV¬ 
ING  SALE  AND  MERGER  OR  CONSOLIDATION 
OF  FACILITIES 

June  15,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June  14, 
1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is¬ 
sued  its  order  entered  June  13,  1950,  au¬ 
thorizing  and  approving  sale  and  merger 
or  consolidation  of  facilities  of  Com¬ 
munity  Public  Service  Company  with 
those  of  Kentucky  Utilities  Company. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5283;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-6289] 

Community  Public  Service  Co.  and  Union 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Co. 

notice  of  order  authorizing  and  approv¬ 
ing  SALE  AND  MERGER  OR  CONSOLIDATION 
OF  FACILITIES 

June  15,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
14,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  13,  1950, 
authorizing  and  approving  sale  and 
merger  or  consolidation  of  facilities  of 
Community  Public  Service  Company  with 
those  of  the  Union  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company. 

T  seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5284;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.[ 


[Docket  No.  G-12461 

Texas  Illinois  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  OPINION  AND  ORDER  ISSUING 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

June  15,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
14,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  Opinion  No.  195  and  order  en¬ 
tered  June  13,  1950,  issuing  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
the  above-designated  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5285;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.[ 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  E-6292) 

California  Electric  Power  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  AUTHORIZ¬ 
ING  ISSUANCE  OF  BONDS 

June  14,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June  8, 
1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  8, 1950,  sup¬ 
plementing  order  of  June  2,  1950,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
9,  1950  (15  F.  R.  3657),  authorizing  is¬ 
suance  of  bonds  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5271;  Filed,  June  19.  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-1323,  G-1356,  G-1357, 
G-13751 

Associated  Natural  Gas  Co.  and  Lone 
Star  Gas  Co. 

notice  of  findings  and  orders  issuing 
certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity 

June  14,  1950. 

In  the  matters  of  Associated  Natural 
Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  G-1323;  Lone 
Star  Gas  Company,  Docket  Nos.  G-1356, 
G-1357  and  G-1375. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
13,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  findings  and  orders  entered 
June  13,  1950,  issuing  certificates  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  in  the 
above-designated  matters. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5272;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1341] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
order  fixing  date  of  hearing 

On  March  13,  1950,  Texas  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Applicant),  a  Del¬ 
aware  corporation  having  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  Owensboro,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  filed  an  application  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  as  amended,  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  nat¬ 
ural-gas  transmission  facilities,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
as  fully  described  in  said  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

The  Commission  finds:  This  proceed¬ 
ing  is  a  proper  one  for  disposition  under 
the  provisions  of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  Applicant  having  requested  that 
its  application  be  heard  under  the  short¬ 
ened  procedure  provided  by  the  afore¬ 
said  rule  for  non-contested  proceedings, 
and  no  request  to  be  heard,  protest  or 
petition  having  been  filed  subsequent  to 
the  giving  of  due  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  application,  including  publication  in 


the  Federal  Register  on  March  25,  1950 
(15  F.  R.  1683). 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  be  held  on  June  28,  1950,  at 
9:45  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  the  Hearing  Room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  1800 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW„  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli¬ 
cation:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  forthwith  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.32  (b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

(B)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  said  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

Date  of  issuance:  June  13,  1950. 

By  the  Commission. 

Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5269;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1370] 

Central  Kentucky  Natural  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  FIXING  DATE  OF  HEARING 

On  April  13,  1950,  Central  Kentucky 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Applicant),  a 
Kentucky  corporation,  having  its  princi¬ 
pal  place  of  business  at  Charleston,  West 
Virginia,  filed  an  application,  as  amend¬ 
ed  on  June  5,  1950,  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  as  amended,  authorizing  the 
installation,  construction  and  operation 
of  certain  natural-gas  facilities,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as 
fully  described  in  such  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  Commission  finds:  This  proceed¬ 
ing  is  a  proper  one  for  disposition  under 
the  provisions  of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
Applicant  having  requested  that  its  ap¬ 
plication  be  heard  under  the  shortened 
procedure  provided  by  the  aforesaid  rule 
for  non-contested  proceedings,  and  no 
request  to  be  heard,  protest  or  petition 
having  been  filed  subsequent  to  the  giv¬ 
ing  of  due  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application,  including  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  26,  1950  (15 
F.  R.  2370). 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  be  held  on  June  27, 
1950,  at  9:45  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 


mission,  1800  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C..  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application,  as  amended:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  Commission  may, 
after  a  noncontested  hearing,  forthwith 
dispose  of  the  proceeding  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(B)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  said  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

Date  of  issuance:  June  13,  1950. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5270;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.[ 


[Docket  No.  G-1389] 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  FIXING  DATE  OF  HEARINO 

June  13,  1950. 

On  May  9,  1950,  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Applicant)  a  West  Virginia 
corporation  having  its  principal  place  of 
business  at  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia, 
filed  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
as  amended,  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  certain  natural- 
gas  transmission  facilities,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as  fully 
described  in  said  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  Commission  finds:  This  proceed¬ 
ing  is  a  proper  one  for  disposition  under 
the  provisions  of  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
Applicant  having  requested  that  its  ap¬ 
plication  be  heard  under  the  shortened 
procedure  provided  by  the  aforesaid  rule 
for  non-contested  proceedings,  and  no 
request  to  be  heard,  protest  or  petition 
having  been  filed  subsequent  to  the  giv¬ 
ing  of  due  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application,  including  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  19,  1950  (15 
F.  R.  3071). 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  be  held  on  June  28, 
1950,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  the 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  1800  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the 
matters  involved  and  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  by  such  application:  Provided, 
however,  That  the  Commission  may, 
after  a  non-contested  hearing,  forth¬ 
with  dispose  of  the  proceeding  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  1.32  (b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 
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(B)  Interested  State  commissions 
may  participate  as  provided  by  §§  l.tland 
1.37  (f)  of  the  said  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

Date  of  issuance:  June  14,  1950. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y. 

Secretary. 

'  [F.  R.  Doc.  50-5282;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Project  No.  1744  (Weber)  ] 

.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  DETERMINING  ACTUAL  LE¬ 
GITIMATE  ORIGINAL  COST  AND  PRESCRIBING 
ACCOUNTING  THEREFOR 

JUNE  14,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June  13, 
1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is¬ 
sued  its  order  entered  June  13,  1950, 
determining  actual  legitimate  original 
cost  and  prescribing  accounting  therefor 
in  the  above-designated  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5273;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-63021 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  13,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12,  1950,  an 
application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  by  Pacific 
Power  &  Light  Company,  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Maine,  and  doing  business  in  the 
States  of  Oregon  and  Washington,  with 
its  principal  business  office  at  Portland, 
Oregon,  seeking  an  order  authorizing  the 
issuance  of  1,750,000  shares  of  its  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  without  par  value  in  exchange 
for  its  presently  outstanding  500,000 
shares  of  Common  Stock  without  par 
value.  The  new  Common  Stock  will  be 
issued  to  present  stockholders  at  the 
rate  of  3x/2  shares  for  each  outstanding 
share  of  Common  Stock  now  held;  all 
as  more  fully  appears  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard,  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  the 
5th  day  of  July,  1950,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  a  petition  or  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5307;  Filed,  June  17,  1950; 

9:12  a.  m.j 


PHILIPPINE  ALIEN  PROPERTY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Bar  Order  16] 

Takasaburo  Kikuchi  et  al. 

In  accordance  with  section  34  (b)  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  and  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Philippine  Alien  Property 
Administrator  by  Executive  Order  9818, 


and  Executive  Order  9876,  August  22, 
1950,  is  hereby  fixed  as  the  date  after 
which  the  filing  of  debt  claims  in  respect 
of  any  and  all  the  debtors  listed  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  hereto  shall  be  barred. 

Executed  at  Manila,  P.  I.,  this  9th  day 
of  June  1950. 

[SEAL]  JAMES  MCI.  HENDERSON, 

Philippine  Alien 
Property  Administrator. 


Appendix  A 


Name  of  debtor 

Nationality 

Last  known  address 

Vesting 

order 

Takasaburo  Kikuchi . . . 

Japanese.  ..  .. 

Tagacpan,  Davao  City _  _ 

P-751 

Shizuo  Agarikana  .  .  ,  . 

Guianga,  Davao  Citv _ 

P-752 

Toraichi  Xagao . . . 

_ do _ 

Bayombong,  Nueva  Vizcaya 

P-753 

Mindanao  Nippon  jin  Kai 

A  Japanese  firm  formerly  doing 
business  in  the  Philippines. 
Japanese..  .  .  .  .  _ 

Davao  City _  . 

P-754 

Kami  Xakandakari _  . 

Guianga.  Davao  City _ 

P-756 

Ataka  Sengyo  Kabu.  shiki  Kaisha. 

Corporation  organized  and  exist- 

Regina  Bldg.,  Manila . . 

P-759 

Tanabe 

ing  under  the  laws  of  the  Philip¬ 
pines  but  controlled  by  Japanese 
nationals. 

Puerto  Princesa,  Palawan _ 

P-7C0 

Nakada . . 

Guianga,  Davao  City _ 

P-761 

Daniel  Watanabe _ 

do 

P-762 

Unknown  Japanese  nationals.—.. 
Takista..  __  _  _  .... 

d  o 

Dumaguete,  Negros  Oriental...  . 

P-764 

^  .dn  .  ... 

Maa,  Davao  City _ _ 

P-765 

Futei  Nakama..  _  . 

Catigan,  Davao  City . . 

P-766 

Edgar  Friedrich  Karl  Kraftt 

German _ 

Wildflecken,  Kreuzberg/Rhon, 

P-768 

and/or  his  beneficiaries. 

H.  Nakahara _ 

Japanese ... 

(13a)  American  Zone,  Germany. 
Catigan,  Davao  City _ _ 

P-769 

Takejiro  Maruyama . . * _ 

do  _ 

Nitta-Cho,  Uyeda-Shi,  Nagano- 
Ken,  Japan. 

P.  O.  Box  220.  Baguio _ _ 

P-770 

Hanako  Ishihara _ _ 

P-770 

Toichi  Mori  .. 

29  Banchi-ni-Chome  Myoon-Cho, 
Showaku,  Nagoya,  Japan. 

P.  O.  Box  159,  Davao _ 

P-770 

Tosaburo  Soga _ 

do.  .  ...  % 

P-770 

Heima  Kanzaki . . . 

.do _ .. _ 

P.  O.  Box  141,  Davao . . 

P-770 

Shizuo  Sato .  . . . . 

_ do _ _ _ 

P-770 

Umeji  Takaki _ ...  .. 

do 

P.  O.  Box  159,  Davao _ ... 

P-770 

Taro  Nakada  and  Yosinori  (Mi- 
siu)  Ikuta. 

Usei  Uema _ 

Davao  City _  _ 

P-771 

do  ..... 

. do _ _  _ 

P-772 

Mitsugoro  Owachi,  Tome  and 
Ame. 

Kichiguro  Kanishi...  _ 

do.  „  _  _ 

Tibuloy,  Davao  City _ 

P-773 

_  do.. . . . . . 

Talomo,  Davao  City _ 

P-775 

Dai  Nippon  Cotton  Co.  _ 

A  Japanese  concern  doing  business 
in  the  Philippines  during  the 
Japanese  occupation. 

Balayan,  Batangas...  _ _ 

P-776 

Sokiche  Abe..  _ 

P.  O.  Box  3,  Manila _ _ 

P-777 

M.  Ureshino...  _ 

411  Reina  Regente,  Manila _ 

901  Arlegui,  Manila _  _ 

P-777 

Tadashi  Tshie  .  , _ 

P-777 

George  Uewaki.  ..  _ 

54  Balmes,  Quiapo,  Manila _ 

P-777 

Sanae  Uemura _  . 

P.  O.  Box  2255,  Manila _ 

P-777 

Shigeru  Shibuya _  .. 

_  ..do _ 

313  Echague,  Manila.. _ 

P-777 

Shigeo  Morokiima _ 

540  Sales,  Manila _ 

P-777 

Shizo  Nakamoto _ 

, _ do _  _ 

1751-1753  Rizal  Avc.,  Manila . 

P-777 

Shozo  Ogawa _ _ 

117  Escolta,  Manila _ 

P-777 

Shoichi  Sakamoto _ 

T.  ..do _ 

Guimba,  Nueva  Ecija _ 

P-777 

Kinichi  Yamada _ 

....  dor  _ 

P.  O.  Box  2255,  Manila _ 

P-777 

Haru  Masako _ 

_ do . . . . . 

Ledesma  St.,  Iloilo _ 

P-777 

Fujuichi  Sato _  ... _ _ 

.do _ _ 

Baguio  Citv _ _ _ 

P-777 

K.  Yokoyama  and/or  Mrs.  8. 
Yokoyama. 

Japanese  Association  of  Bicol,  Inc.. 
M.  Matsuo _ 

-  do_  _  _  . 

Campo  Filipino,  Baguio _ 

P-777 

do  _  _ 

Legaspl,  Albay...  _ 

P-777 

Dagupan,  Pangasinan _  ... 

P-777 

Suewo  Kato-...  _ 

P-777 

H.  T.  Fukasawa . . . 

do _ _ 

Laoag,  Ilocos  Norte _ 

P-777 

Morushi  Yamanu _ _ _ 

do  _ 

Cebu  City _ _ 

P-777 

TT.  S.  Mori. 

Bacolod..' _ 

P-777 

K.  Hara _ _ _ 

Palawam _ 

P-777 

Bunsaku  Nagasawa _ 

_ do _ _ _ 

Cebu _ _ _ 

P-777 

K.  Kimura _ 

.do _ _ _ _ 

P-777 

Yoshio  Ueda.... _ _ 

I  do 

.do _ _ _ 

P-777 

Y.  Tshino  .  .  _ 

...do _ _ _ 

P-777 

T.  Yamagisi _  _ 

_ do _ 

..do _  _ _ 

P-777 

Yoshiko  Sunada _ 

_ do _ 

.do _ _ _ _ 

P-777 

Maniko  Sunada _ _ 

_ do _ _ 

_ .do _ _ _ _ 

P-777 

Masanori  Sunada _ 

_ do _ _ 

1 _ do _ _ 

P-777 

Sankichi  Otobe _ _ 

_ do _ _ _ _ 

Davao  City _ _ _  _ 

P-779 

Kameki  Tanignehi.. ..  _  _ 

_ do _  _ _ 

Tibuloy-Catigan,  Guianga,  Davao 
City. 

Catigan,  Davao  City _ 

P-780 

Davao  Japanese  Association _ 

Association  composed  and  organ¬ 
ized  by  Japanese  citizens. 
Japanese 

P-782 

A.  Ucchi  and/or  K.  Yonamino _ 

Davao  City.. _ _ 

P-783 

Goya  and  Serenaka..... _  . 

P-785 

JTnVnown  Japanese  , , 

_ do.— _  _ 

P-791 

Mrs.  Avano  Ckamura _  _ 

dn 

P-792 

Schmidt  and  Seigler . . 

Partnership  formed  by  German 

Remscheid,’  Germany . 

P-793 

Elizabeth  IT.  Von  Schimpil _ 

nationals. 

German  . 

Bavaria,  Germany _ 

P-794 

Katsuji  Matsumoto _ 

Japanese 

P.  O.  Box  154,  Davao _ _  _ 

P-798 

P-798 

Katsuyo  Tsutsui... _ _ _ 

P  O  Rnv’lO,  Manila  . 

P-798 

Kasuke  Honda _ _ 

P.  6.  Box  35,  Baguio _ _ 

P-798 

Miyasato  Kashin _ _ _ 

d^ 

Catigan,  Davao  City.....  _ 

P-800 

Kuimajero  Iguchi _ _ 

do 

Zamboanga,  Zamboanga _ 

P-801 

7/akeo  Morimatsu _ ... 

do 

1109  Vergara,  Manila..*.  _ 

P-801 

Bldeo  Takeuchi . .  ...  . 

Davao  City..  _ 

P-801 

Petra  Tsubaki _ 

Bayombojig,  Nueva  Vizcaya _ 

P-801 

Eastern  Asiatic  Trading  Co...  _ 

Corporation  established  and 

156'Jiian  Luna,  Manila..  .  .'..  _ 

P-802 

Erich  Bother _ — , 

owned  by  German  nationals. 

.  German.——— 

Paco,  Manila _ 

.  P-802 
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Appendix  A — Continued 


Nam?  of  debtor 

Nationality 

Last  known  address 

Vesting 

order 

Japanese..  _ 

Batac,  Uocos  Norte _  - 

P-802 

Susumi  Kishi _  _ 

_ _ 

710  Merced,  Paco,  Manila _ 

P-802 

Miicliiro  Yamaguehi _ 

.  ..do _ _ _ _ 

413  Itizal  Ave.,  Manila _ 

P-802 

M.  Fukumoto  and/or  Catalina 

1  lorn  Fukumoto. 

Del  Carmen,  Pampanga  . 

P-802 

dn__  ,  _ _  _ _  _ 

2231  Azcarraga,  Manila.. 

P-802 

P-803 

P-803 

_ do _ _ 

441  Dasmarinas,  Manila.. 

_ do. _ _ 

861  R.  Hidalgo,  Manila. . . 

564-566  Echague,  Manila. _ _ _ 

_ do. _ _ _ 

P-803 

_ do___ _ _ 

JOT  Canonigo,  Paco,  Manila  . 

P-S03 

do _  _ 

3  Plaza  Moraga,  Manila _ 

Davao  City  ...  . 

P-803 

Minor  Agari  and  Gatsuko  Agari 
Sakai. 

Behn  Meyer  and  Co _  .  . 

_ do _  _ 

P-804 

P-805 

German  corporation  formerlv  do- 

Dasmarinas,  corner  David,  Ma- 

ing  business  in  the  Philippines. 
Japanese .  . .  .  _ 

nila. 

Catigan.  Davao  City 

P-S12 

_ .do _ _ 

Davao  City _  * 

P-813 

...do _ 

P-814 

Gin  Suboro  Nakamura  and  Seijon 
Hamshko. 

.do _  _ 

Toril,  Davao  City _ _ 

P-815 

Manambulan,  Guianga,  Davao 

P-815 

_do_ _ _ _ _ 

City. 

Guinayangan,  Quezon _ 

P-816 

.  ..do _ _  _ 

Bankerohan.  Davao  City 

P-817 

_ do _  _ 

Camp  John  TTav.  Bagnio 

P-818 

Corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  Japan. 

Solano,  Nueva  Vizcaya _ _ 

P-823 

Unknown  Japanese  nationals _ 

Toyo  Boseki  Kaisha _ 

Davao.  Philippines. .  . 

P-824 

Japanese  corporation  formerly  do- 

51  Yun  Kee*  Street,  La  Carlota, 

P-825 

ing  business  in  the  Philippines. 
Japanese  1 _  _ 

Occ.  Negros. 

Davao  City...  _ 

P-827 

_ do.1 _ 

.do _ 1 _ _ _ 

P-827 

.do.* _  _ 

..do _  _ 

P-827 

do '  . . 

_ do _  _ 

P-827 

.do _ 

P.  O.  Box  112,  Baguio _ 

P-828 

.do _ _ 

Baguio _ 

P-828 

_do_-_ _ _ 

_  ..do _ _ _ _ 

P-828 

.do _ 

_  ..do _ 

P-828 

.do _ _ _ 

.do _ 

P-828 

.do _ _ _ 

P-828 

_do_ _ _ 

_ do _ _  _ _ 

P-828 

_do_ _ _ _ _ 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 

P-828 

.do. _ _ 

Baguio 

P-828 

.do _ _ 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 

P-828 

..do _ _ 

Baguio 

P-828 

.do _ 

_ do _ _ _ 

P-828 

.do _ _ 

Pines  Bakerv,  Baguio _ 

P-828 

.do _ _ 

Japanese  Bazar,  Baguiy . . 

P-828 

.do _ _ _ 

2224  Baker  St.,  San  ’  Francisco, 
Calif. 

123  Carcade,  Manila _ 

P-828 

.do. _ _ 

P-828 

..do _  _ 

Baguio _ _  .. 

P-828 

P.  O.  Box  1391  Honolulu.. _ 

P-828 

..do _ _ _ _ _ 

P-82S 

Bagnio  .  . 

P-828 

..  .do _ _  _ _ 

do_ 

P-828 

..  .do _ _  _ 

_ do _ _ 

P-828 

do _  *  . 

P-828 

do 

P-828 

P-828 

Manay,  Davao,  Philippines... 

P-832 

Burgos  de  Takainura. 

Sawmill  owned  by  M.  Furusho,  a 
Japanese. 

Japanese _  _ 

Sirib,  Davao  City _ 

P-833 

Baeolod  City  „„  .. 

P-836 

Gian,  Cotabato. _ _ _ 

P-838 

.do . .  . . . 

La  Trinidad,  Baguio,  Mount 
Province. 

P-839 

1  The  only  known  of  20  active  members,  who  nrc  all  subjects  of  Japan,  of  “Davao  Golf  A-  Country  Club”,  a  non-stock 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  Philippines. 


|F.  R.  Doc.  50-5274;  Filed,  June  19,  1950;  8:47  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

J4th  Sec.  Application  25176] 

Gravel  From  Louisiana.  Mo.,  to 
Jacksonville,  III. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

June  15,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by;  R.  G.  Raasch,  Agent,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Gulf,  Mobile  and  Ohio  Rail¬ 
road  Company, 

Commodities  involved;  Gravel,  road 
surfacing,  in  carloads. 

From:  Louisiana,  Mo. 

To:  Jacksonville,  Ill. 


Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
motor  carriers.  Wayside  pit  competition. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  GM&O  RR  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  251, 
Supplement  No.  64. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
Involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 


expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  IT.  Doc.  50-5288;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25177] 

Petroleum  From  Rogerslacy,  Miss.,  to 
the  West 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

June  15,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  agent,  for 
and  on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to  tar¬ 
iff  named  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Petroleum,  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  and  related  articles, 
carloads. 

From:  Rogerslacy,  Miss. 

To:  Points  in  western  trunk-line  ter¬ 
ritory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  W.  P.  Emerson,  Jr.’s  I.  C.  C.  No. 
369,  Supp.  No.  53. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5289;  Filed,  June  19.  1950; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25178] 

Pulpwood  From  Maxton,  N.  C.,  to 
Kingsport,  Tenn. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

June  15,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above- entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by :  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad 
Company  for  itself  and  on  behalf  of  the 


Tuesday ,  June  20,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Charleston  &  Western  Carolina  Railway 
Company. 

Commodities  involved:  Pulpwood,  in 
carloads. 

From:  Maxton,  N.  C. 

To:  Kingsport,  Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing,  proposed 
rates:  ACL  RR  Co.  tariff  I.  C.  C.  B-3168, 
Supplement  No.  52. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position 
they  intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise 
the  Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may 
proceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5290;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


{No.  30600] 

New  Jersey  Intrastate  Commutation 
Fares  1 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington.  D.  C.,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June  A.  D.  1950. 

It  appearing,  that  a  petition,  dated 
April  3,  1950,  has  been  filed  on  behalf 
of  The  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and 
Western  Railroad  Company,  Erie  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  Lehigh  Valley  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  The  New  Jersey  &  New 
York  Railroad  Company  (Peter  Dur- 
yee,  Trustee),  and  The  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company,  common  carriers  by 
railroad  operating  to,  from  and  between 
points  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  in 
interstate  and  intrastate  commerce, 
averring:  that  in  the  proceedings  listed 
in  footnote  1  of  the  report  in  New  Jersey- 
New  York  Commutation  Fares,  decided 
March  6,  1950,  277  I.  C.  C.  459,  the  Com¬ 
mission  authorized  certain  increased  in¬ 
terstate  commutation  fares  between 
points  on  petitioners’  lines  in  the  States 
of  New  Jersey  and  New  York,  which  have 
been  established:  that  the  Board  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Commissioners  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey  in  a  report  dated  March  6, 
1950,  has  refused  to  authorize  or  permit 
said  petitioners  to  apply  to  the  intrastate 
transportation  of  passengers  traveling 
intrastate  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 


1  Tills  order  embraces  also  the  proceedings 
listed  In  footnote  1  of  the  report  in  New 
Jersey-New  York  Commutation  Fares,  277 
I-  C.  C.  459,  namely,  I.  &  S.  Dockets  Nos.  5637, 
5652,  5655,  5663,  5668,  and  5679. 


increased  commutation  fares  correspond¬ 
ing  to  those  established  and  maintained 
by  petitioners  for  interstate  application 
pursuant  to  the  proceedings  listed  below; 
and  that  the  intrastate  commutation 
fares  required  to  be  maintained  by  peti¬ 
tioners,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  as 
a  result  of  such  refusal  cause  undue  and 
unreasonable  advantage,  preference,  and 
prejudice  as  between  persons  and  local¬ 
ities  in  intrastate  commerce,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  interstate  commerce  on  the 
other  hand,  and  undue,  unreasonable, 
and  unjust  discrimination  against  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  in  violation  of  section 
13  (4)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  said 
petition  brings  in  issue  fares  made  or 
imposed  by  authority  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  that  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  and  the  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  of  that  State  filed  a 
pleading  dated  April  19,  1950,  containing 
an  answer  to  the  said  petition,  a  motion 
to  dismiss,  and  alternative  motion  that 
the  petition  be  made  more  definite  and 
certain  as  to  some  of  its  allegations,  and 
a  petition  for  further  hearing  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  listed  below; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Inter- 
Municipal  Group  for  Better  Rail  Service, 
and  the  Jersey  Shore  Protective  Commit¬ 
tee,  filed  a  petition  to  intervene,  and  a 
motion  to  dismiss  the  carriers’  petition, 
or,  in  the  alternative,  to  make  it  more 
definite  and  certain; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Tren¬ 
ton,  N.  J.,  Commuters  Association  filed 
a  petition  dated  May  6,  1950,  for  leave 
to  intervene  in,  and  for  reconsideration 
of  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  5655,  Commu¬ 
tation  Fares,  New  York-New  Jersey, 
P.  R.  R.,  which  was  included  in  the 
proceedings  listed  above; 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  the 
reasons  presented  in  support  of  said  mo¬ 
tions  to  dismiss,  or  for  orders  directing 
that  the  petition  of  the  railroads  be 
made  more  definite  and  certain,  do  not 
constitute  good  cause  for  granting  the 
same;  and  that  the  said  petition  for 
further  hearing  in  the  proceedings  listed 
above  has  not  set  forth  sufficient  reasons 
to  warrant  the  action  requested: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  motions  to 
dismiss  and  for  orders  to  make  certain 
allegations  more  definite  and  certain  be, 
and  they  are  hereby,  overruled; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
for  further  hearing  in  the  proceedings 
listed  above  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  denied ; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Trenton,  N.  J.,  Commuters 
Association  for  leave  to  intervene  in,  and 
for  reconsideration  of,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No. 
5655,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  denied; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  response 
to  the  said  petition  of  the  railroads  an 
investigation  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  insti¬ 
tuted  in  No.  30600,  and  that  a  hearing 
be  held  therein  to  receive  evidence  from 
such  railroads,  and  any  other  persons 
interested,  to  determine  whether  the 
said  commutation  fares  and  charges  for 
the  intrastate  transportation  of  passen¬ 
gers  made  or  imposed  by  authority  of 
the  State  of  New  Jersey,  by  reason  of 
the  failure  of  such  fares  and  charges  to 
include  increases  corresponding  to  those 
permitted  by  this  Commission  for  inter¬ 
state  traffic  in  the  proceedings  listed 


above,  cause  any  undue  or  unreasonable 
advantage,  preference,  or  prejudice,  as 
between  persons  or  localities  in  intra¬ 
state  commerce,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  on  the 
other,  or  any  undue,  unreasonable,  or 
unjust  discrimination  against  interstate 
commerce;  and  to  determine  what  fares 
and  charges,  if  any,  or  what  maximum 
or  minimum,  or  maximum  and  mini¬ 
mum,  fares  and  charges  shall  be 
prescribed  to  remove  the  unlawful  ad¬ 
vantage,  preference,  prejudice,  or  dis¬ 
crimination,  if  any,  that  may  be  found  to 
exist  ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  The  Dela¬ 
ware,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  The 
New  Jersey  &  New  York  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  (Peter  Duryee,  Trustee),  and  The 
Pensylvania  Railroad  Company  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  made  respondents  to 
this  proceeding;  that  a  copy  of  this  or¬ 
der  be  served  upon  said  respondents; 
and  that  the  State  of  New  Jersey  be 
notified  of  this  proceeding  by  sending 
copies  of  this  order  and  of  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  of  respondents  by  registered  mail 
to  the  Governor  of  that  State  and  to  the 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners 
of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  at  Trenton, 
N.  J.; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  notice  of 
this  proceeding  be  given  to  the  public 
by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing 
a  copy  with  the  Director,  Division  of  the 
Federal  Register,  Washington,  D.  C.; 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  that  No. 
30600  be  assigned  for  hearing  at  such 
time  and  place  as  the  Commission  may 
hereafter  designate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5291;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  70-2382] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire 

ORDER  GRANTING  APPLICATION 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire  (“New  Hampshire”),  a  pub¬ 
lic-utility  subsidiary  of  New  England 
Public  Service  Company,  a  registered 
holding  company,  having  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  and  amendments  thereto  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  first  sentence  of  section  6  (b) 
of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“the  act”),  with  respect  to 
the  following  transactions: 

New  Hampshire  proposes  to  issue  or 
renew  from  time  to  time  up  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  August  31,  1950,  short-term 
notes,  i.  e.,  notes  having  a  maturity  of 
nine  months  or  less,  up  to  a  maximum 
amount  (together  with  all  other  out¬ 
standing  short-term  notes)  of  $5,000,000. 
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The  company  proposes  to  issue  such 
notes  as  funds  are  required  in  order  to 
continue  its  construction  program  and 
to  meet  its  other  cash  needs.  The  appli¬ 
cation  states  that  the  company  had  out¬ 
standing  at  May  25,  1950,  short-term 
notes  aggregating  $2,750,000,  that  the 
company  believes  that  under  present 
conditions  it  will  be  able  to  issue  the  pro¬ 
posed  notes  at  an  interest  rate  of  not 
exceeding  2  percent  per  annum,  but  that 
it  has  no  commitment  from  any  bank  as 
to  the  interest  rate.  The  application 
further  states  that  in  case  the  interest 
rate  on  any  of  the  promissory  notes 
should  exceed  2  percent  per  annum,  the 
company  will  file  an  amendment  to  its 
application  stating  the  name  of  the 
bank,  the  terms  of  the  note  and  the  rate 
of  interest  at  least  five  days  prior  to  the 
execution  and  delivery  of  said  note,  and 
unless  the  Commission  shall  notify  the 
company  to  the  contrary  within  said 
five-day  period,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
amendment  shall  become  effective  at  the 
end  of  said  period. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  are  not  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  New  Hampshire  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Commission,  the  regulatory 
commission  of  the  State  in  which  the 
company  is  organized  and  doing  busi¬ 
ness,  and  further  states  that  there  are 
no  expenses  to  the  company  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  transactions 
other  than  legal  and  other  incidental  ex¬ 
penses,  estimated  at  not  more  than  $500, 
in  connection  with  the  preparation  and 
filing  of  the  application. 

The  application  further  states  that  the 
amount  of  notes  proposed  to  be  issued 
by  the  company  is  in  excess  of  5  percent 
of  the  principal  amount  and  par  value 
of  other  outstanding  securities  of  the 
company  and  authorization  is  requested 
pursuant  to  the  first  sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  6  (b)  of  the  act  to  issue  such  notes. 

Said  application  and  amendments 
having  been  duly  filed;  notice  of  said 
filing  having  been  duly  given  in  the  form 
and  manner  prescribed  by  Rule  U-23 
promulgated  pursuant  to  said  act;  the 
Commission  not  having  received  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing  with  respect  to  said 
application  within  the  period  specified 
in  said  notice,  or  otherwise,  and  not  hav¬ 
ing  ordered  a  hearing  thereon;  and 

The  Commission  finding  with  respect 
to  said  application,  as  amended,  that 
the  requirements  of  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  and  the  rules  there¬ 
under  are  satisfied  and  deeming  it  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  in 
the  interest  of  investors  and  consumers 
that  said  application,  as  amended,  be 
granted,  and  further  deeming  it  appro¬ 
priate  to  grant  the  request  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  that  the  order  herein  become 
effective  forthwith; 

It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  in  Rule  U-24,  that  said  appli¬ 
cation,  as  amended,  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  granted  forthwith. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5275;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


[File  No.  70-2384] 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  RELEASING  JURISDIC¬ 
TION  AND  PERMITTING  DECLARATION  TO 
BECOME  EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(“Northern  Natural”),  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  company,  having  filed  a  declaration 
and  amendments  thereto  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  6  (a)  and  7  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 
and  Rule  U-50  promulgated  thereunder, 
with  respect  to  the  issuance  and  sale, 
pursuant  to  the  competitive  bidding  re¬ 
quirements  of  Rule  U-50,  of  $40,000,000 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  __% 
Serial  Debentures,  dated  May  1, 1950,  due 
1953-70,  to  mature  serially  at  the  rate 
of  $2,000,000  principal  amount  in  each 
of  the  years  1953  to  1965,  $2,400,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  in  each  of  the  years  1966 
to  1969,  and  $4,400,000  principal  amount 
in  1970; 


Said  amendment  also  setting  forth 
that  Northern  Natural  has  accepted  the 
bid  of  the  group  headed  by  Blyth  &  Co., 
Inc.,  as  shown  above,  and  that  said  De¬ 
bentures  will  be  re-offered  to  the  public 
at  the  prices  and  yields  shown  below  with 
respect  to  the  several  maturities,  result¬ 
ing  in  an  average  price  to  the  public  of 
100.1109  percent  of  the  principal  amount 
thereof,  plus  accrued  interest  from  May 
1,  1950  to  date  of  delivery,  and  a  gross 
underwriting  spread  of  $220,000,  or  0.55 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  of  said 
Debentures,  and  said  amendment  further 
setting  forth  that  the  prices  and  yields 
to  the  public  with  respect  to  the  several 
maturities  are  as  follows; 


Series 

Offering 

price 

(percent) 

Yield  < 
(percent) 

1953 _ _ 

102. 445 

1.75 

1954 _ 

102.  695 

1.90 

1955.. . . . . 

102.  885 

2.00 

1956 _ 

102.605 

2.15 

1957 . . . . . 

102.  375 

2.25 

1958 . . . 

101.  965 

2.  35 

1959. . 

101.385 

2.  45 

I960 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

101.085 

2.50 

1961 _ _ 

100.  235 

2.60 

1962 . . . 

99.  743 

2.65 

1963 _ _ _ _ _ 

99.  459 

2.67. 

1964 _ 

99.135 

2.70 

1965 _ _ _ _ 

99.  087 

2.70 

1966 _ 

98.  713 

2.72, 

1967 _ _ _ _ 

98.  323 

2.  75 

1968... . . . 

98.  243 

2.  75 

1969 _ _ 

98. 167 

2.  75 

1970 . 

97.  720 

2.77, 

1  Computed  as  of  an  assumed  delivery  date  of  June  20 
1950. 


The  State  Corporation  Commission  of 
the  State  of  Kansas  having  issued  a  cer¬ 
tificate  authorizing  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  said  debentures; 


The  Commission  having  by  order  dated 
May  29,  1950,  permitted  said  declaration, 
as  amended,  to  become  effective  subject 
to  the  condition  that  the  proposed  issu¬ 
ance  and  sale  of  said  Debentures  should 
not  be  consummated  until  the  results  of 
competitive  bidding  pursuant  to  Rule  U- 
50  should  have  been  made  a  matter  of 
record  in  these  proceedings  and  a  further 
order  entered  by  this  Commission  in  the 
light  of  the  record  as  so  completed,  and 
subject  further  to  the  reservation  of  ju¬ 
risdiction  with  respect  to  all  legal  fees  and 
expenses,  including  those  of  counsel  for 
the  prospective  purchasers,  and  account¬ 
ing  and  engineering  fees  and  expenses 
proposed  to  be  paid  in  connection  with 
the  transactions; 

A  further  amendment  to  said  declara¬ 
tion  having  been  filed  on  June  13,  1950, 
setting  forth  the  action  taken  by  North¬ 
ern  Natural  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  U-50  and  stating  that, 
pursuant  to  the  invitation  for  competi¬ 
tive  bids,  the  following  bids  for  the 
Debentures  have  been  received: 


The  record  having  been  completed 
with  respect  to  the  fees  and  expenses 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions,  except  with  respect  to  en¬ 
gineering  fees  and  expenses  and  the  fees 
and  expenses  of  counsel  for  the  prospec¬ 
tive  purchasers;  and  it  appearing  there¬ 
from  that  Northern  Natural  estimates 
its  fees  and  expenses  in  the  amount  of 
$143,000,  including  legal  fees  of  $1,000 
payable  to  the  firm  of  Kennedy,  Holland, 
DeLacy  &  Svoboda,  Omaha,  Nebraska  and 
accounting  fees  and  expenses  of  $1,245 
payable  to  Arthur  Andersen  &  Co.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois;  and 

The  Commission  having  examined  said 
amendment,  and  having  considered  the 
record  herein  as  so  completed,  and  find¬ 
ing  no  basis  for  the  imposition  of  terms 
and  conditions  with  respect  to  the  results 
of  competitive  bidding,  and  it  appearing 
to  the  Commission  that  the  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses,  with  respect  to  which  the  record 
is  complete,  are  not  unreasonable;  and 
the  Commission  deeming  it  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  and  in  the  interest 
of  investors  and  consumers  that  the  said 
declaration,  as  further  amended,  be  p  r- 
mitted  to  become  effective  forthwith  and 
that  the  jurisdiction  heretofore  reserved 
as  to  the  results  of  the  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  under  Rule  U-50  and  over  the  fees 
and  expenses  be  released  except  as  to  the 
engineering  fees  and  expenses  and  the 
fees  and  expenses  of  counsel  for  the  pros¬ 
pective  purchasers: 

It  is  ordered,  That  jurisdiction  with 
respect  to  the  matters  to  be  determined 
as  a  result  of  competitive  bidding  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  U-50,  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  released  and  that  said  amend¬ 
ed  declaration,  as  further  amended,  be 


Bidder 

Annual  interest 
rate  (percent) 

Price  to  com¬ 
pany  i  (percent 
of  principal) 

Annual  rest  • 
to  company 
(percent) 

2H 

99.  .5609 

2.  6608 

2H 

99.  22999 

2. 6879 

2-)6 

99.1599 

2.6936 

•  Plus  accrued  Interest  from  May  1,  1950. 
s  Weighted  average  uet  interest  cost. 
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and  the  same  hereby  is  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  forthwith,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  prescribed  by  Rule 
U-24. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  juris¬ 
diction  heretofore  reserved  over  fees  and 
expenses  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
released,  except  as  to  the  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  counsel  for  the  prospective 
purchasers  and  the  engineering  fees  and 
expenses,  as  to  which  fees  and  expenses 
such  jurisdiction  is  continued. 

By  the  Commission. 

Tseal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5276;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Authority:  40  Stat.  411,  55  Stat.  839,  Pub. 
Laws  322,  671,  79th  Cong.,  60  Stat.  50,  925;  50 
U.  S.  C’.  and  Supp.  App.  1,  616;  E.  O.  9193, 
July  6,  1942,  3  CFR,  Cum.  Supp.,  E.  O.  9567, 
June  8,  1945,  3  CFR,  1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9788, 
Oct.  14,  1946,  11  F.  R.  11981. 

[Vesting  Order  14733] 

Elisa  H.  De  Timmermann 

In  re:  Bank  account  owned  by  Elisa 
H.  De  Timmermann,  also  known  as  Elisa 
Holschneider  De  Timmermann.  F-28- 
25357-E-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Elisa  H.  De  Timmermann,  also 
known  as  Elisa  Holschneider  De  Timmer¬ 
mann,  on  or  since  the  effective  date  of 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
on  or  since  December  11,  1941,  has  been 
a  resident  of  Germany  and  is  a  national 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  Elisa  H.  De  Timmermann, 
also  known  as  Elisa  Holschneider  De 
Timmermann,  by  The  Chase  National 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York,  20  Pine 
Street,  New  York,  New  York,  arising  out 
of  a  checking  account,  entitled  Mrs.  Elisa 
H.  De  Timmermann,  maintained  at  the 
aforesaid  bank,  and  any  and  dll  rights  to 
demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 


deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country”  as  used  herein 
shall  have  the  meanings  prescribed  in 
section  10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as 
amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  1,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5295;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  14737] 

Henry  C.  Glaser 

In  re:  Estate  of  Henry  C.  Glaser,  de¬ 
ceased.  File  No.  D-28-2187;  E.  T.  sec. 
No.  3215. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Emilie  Anna  Glaser  Uhr,  also 
known  as  Anna  Uhr;  Franz  Erwin 
Habermann,  also  known  as  Erwin  Haber- 
mann;  Otto  Arthur  Habermann,  also 
known  as  Arthur  Habermann;  Ella 
Frieda  Habermann,  also  known  as  Ella 
Habermann  (now  Mrs.  Tantoiv) ;  Wil¬ 
helm  Otto  Glaser ;  Erna  Borstorf  Trost- 
dorf ;  Charlotte  Borstorf  Geiseler ;  Grete 
Borstorf  Haseman;  Hermann  Heinrich 
Glaser,  also  known  as  Herman  Glaser; 
Auguste  Luise  Glaser  Albert,  also  known 
as  Luise  Albert;  Carl  Friedrich  Glaser, 
also  known  as  Carl  Glaser;  Auguste 
Hermine  Henriette  Glaser  Bornemann, 
also  known  as  Henriette  Bornemann; 
Friedrich  Glaser;  Sofie  Glaser  Simon; 
Wilhelmine  Schneider  (nee  Glaser),  and 
Anna  Marie  Angelika  Kreischer  (nee 
Glaser) ,  also  known  as  Angelika 
Kreischer,  whose  last  known  address 
was,  on  April  19,  1950,  Germany,  were 
on  such  date  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  sum  of  $1,095.71  was  paid 
to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  by  W.  C.  Hewitt,  administrator 
d.  b.  n.  of  the  estate  of  Henry  C.  Glaser, 
deceased ; 

3.  That  the  said  sum  of  $1,095.71  was 
accepted  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  on  April  19,  1950,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act, 
as  amended; 

4.  That  the  said  sum  of  $1,095.71  is 
presently  in  the  possession  of  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the.  United  States  and 
was  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  was 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 


aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  were 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country 
on  April  19,  1950,  the  national  interest 
of  the  United  States  requires  that  such 
persons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country  (Germany)  on 
such  date. 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

This  vesting  order  is  issued  nunc  pro 
tunc  to  confirm  the  vesting  of  the  said 
property  by  acceptance  as  aforesaid. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  9,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5296;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  14748] 

Konrad  Ostheimer 

In  re :  Bank  account  owned  by  Konrad 
Ostheimer,  also  known  as  Conrad  Ost¬ 
heimer.  F-28-30775-E-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Konrad  Ostheimer,  also  known 
as  Conrad  Ostheimer,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obli¬ 
gation  of  The  Home  Savings  Bank,  White 
Plains,  New  York,  arising  out  of  a  Sav¬ 
ings  Account,  account  number  85,458, 
entitled  Konrad  Ostheimer  in  trust  for 
Konrad  E.  Ostheimer,  maintained  at  the 
aforesaid  bank,  and  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  account 
of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  Konrad  Ost¬ 
heimer,  also  known  as  Conrad  Ostheimer, 
the  aforesaid  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany)  { 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 


J 
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national  Interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  "designated 
enemy  country”  as  used'herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  9,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Bayntcn, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5297;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  14750] 

Alfred  Rohde 

In  re;  Debt  owing  to  Alfred  Rohde. 
F-28-29018-A-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found; 

1.  That  Alfred  Rohde,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Fuerholzerhof,  Wack- 
ersberg.  Post  Bad  Toelz,  Bayern,  Ger¬ 
many,  is  a  resident  of  Germany  and  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows;  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  Bank  of  the  Manhattan  Com¬ 
pany,  40  Wall  Street,  New  York  15,  New 
York,  in  the  amount  of  $2,581.99  as  of 
May  22,  1950,  representing  a  portion  of 
a  blocked  account  entitled  ‘‘N.  V.  Vidu- 
trust  Maatschappij  voor  Beheer  en  Be- 
legging  Blocked  Account  Amsterdam, 
Holland”,  maintained  at  the  aforesaid 
Bank  of  the  Manhattan  Company,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  accruals  thereto, 
and  any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  en¬ 
force  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of.  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by,  Alfred  Rohde, 
the  aforesaid  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) . 


NOTICES 


All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  9,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

TsealI  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5298;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  14730] 

Marie  Rauh  et  al. 

In  re:  Debts  owing  to  and  personal 
property  owned  by  Marie  Rauh,  Gene¬ 
vieve  Rauh,  Monica  Rauh,  Sentce  Rauh, 
Amalie  Rauh,  George  Rauh,  Wally  Rauh 
Kille  and  the  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees  of  Franz  Rauh,  deceased.  D-28- 
10326. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Marie  Rauh,  Genevieve  Rauh, 
Monica  Rauh,  Sentce  Rauh,  Amalie 
Rauh,  George  Rauh  and  Wally  Rauh 
Kille,  each  of  whose  last  known  address 
is  Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany)  ; 

2.  That  the  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees  of  Franz  Rauh,  deceased,  who  there 
is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

a.  Those  certain  debts  or  other  obli¬ 
gations  of  National  Bank  of  Washington, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  Box  1631,  Tacoma 
1,  Washington,  arising  out  of  funds  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  aforesaid  bank,  represent¬ 
ing  the  distributive  shares  from  the 
Estate  of  Elizabeth  Genevieve  Plass,  de¬ 
ceased,  of  the  persons  whose  names  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  in  the  amounts  as  of  June 
29,  1948,  appearing  opposite  said  names! 


Name:  Amount 

Marie  Rauh _  $105.  84 

Monica  Rauh _ 105.  84 

Amalie  Rauh _ 105.  84 

Genevieve  Rauh _ 106.  84 

Wally  Rauh  Kille _  105.  84 

Sentce  Rauh _ 105.  84 

George  Rauh _ -  211.68 

Franz  Rauh  (now  deceased) _ _  4, 677. 54 


together  with  any  and  all  accruals 
thereto,  and  any  and  all  rights  to  de¬ 
mand.  enforce  and  collect  the  same,  and 

b.  That  certain  personal  property  de¬ 
scribed  in  Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto 
and  by  reference  made  a  part  hereof, 
and  presently  in  the  custody  of  National 
Bank  of  Washington,  Tacoma,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Box  1631,  Tacoma  1,  Washington  for 
the  accounts  of  the  persons  named  in 
the  aforesaid  Exhibit  A, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  oil 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  Marie 
Rauh,  Genevieve  Rauh,  Monica  Rauh, 
Sentce  Rauh,  Amalie  Rauh,  George 
Rauh,  Wally  Rauh  Kille  and  the  per¬ 
sonal  representatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin, 
legatees  and  distributees  of  Franz  Rauh, 
deceased,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  personal 
representatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  leg¬ 
atees  and  distributees  of  Franz  Rauh, 
deceased,  referred  to  in  subparagraph  2 
hereof  are  not  within  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  1,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

Exhibit  A 

Marie  Rauh:  Silver  bracelet  watch. 

Genevieve  Rauh;  Diamond  brooch  set  in 
pearls. 

Monica  Rauh:  Black  Jet  necklace  with 
black  jet  brooch. 

Wally  Rauh  Kille:  Diamond  earrings. 

Sentce  Rauh:  Gold  locket  and  chain. 

Amalie  Rauh:  Garnet  brooch. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5294;  Filed,  June  19,  1950; 
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